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OS I nel 
: See. 6: * E Writer $ falſe Repreſentation of , ſome Matter; 
3 T of Fatt. „ 
And Infincerity i in quoting a Letter ſent to bim. p. 2 


1 Ses. u. His great Concern for the Lit 


a 
1 5 . Leſlie's Anſmer thereto, 15 + 
3 eg uw. The Writers falſe Repreſentation of Apaſtalical Trad. 1 
EE tion; and Contempt of Primitive Uſage, p. 3, 4 


Hi Unaccountable Excurſions againſt the Works of the 


our and * their 7 vidence for 8 7 5 
F. 


Rl Sec. IV. A full Anſar 10 his 8 that the Works 0; wo 

Fathers are Uncertain Evidences, by reaſon of the Cour: | 
of the Index at Rome's having corrupted them. p. 55 6,7 
Mr. Lellie's Anſwer to that Pretence. 


* 
And High Nition of even the Neceſſity of thei Evidence 
to determine Controverſies in Religion. 


Hi Juſt * againſt thoſe, » nase 10 be dam * 5 


y this Rule. : 

And his Aſſertion, that our Belief of the Hol Sripure 
itſelf depends upon it. p. 9 

The Letter-Writer * bis own Belief of the Scrip- ; 


ture, and appears to be 4 Stranger to the gh 4 N 
Mr. Leſlie, and to his Excellent Works. 


: 56A, v. He oppoſes all the eight Evidences, which 1. Leſliß 45 
1 for the Truth of Chriſtianity ; ; this prov'd at largc. 


p- 9, IO, II 
- Bir Mr. Leſlie s Principles concerning Primitive Tra- 


dition, ſtrongly Tepper: and wphold thoſe eight 9 
diences. 


P. I 
3 Sed. V1. 
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nuineneſi of am Book of any Faber. = 
Ar. Leſlie : Anſwer to that Unreaſonable Demand. p. 12, 1 


. VII. The Writer's Ohjection, That the Ancient Fathers, — 
, ae of the Cuſtoms of the Univerſal Church, . by reaſon 

Commerce and Navigation nere not ſo extended in their 

Days as nom; fully Anſwerd, © P. 13 


Mr. Leſlie's Anſwer t this Objection. 1 
Practice, meer] 
Anſwer d by Mr. Leſle. 


Communion. | eg os 7. Ps 20 
His Contempt of it, as a Primitive Uſage. 


« P- | 


; | =_ 
His Levity and Irreverence in ſpeaking of the Cinſecrated 


V \ TN— 
e inſinuates that Daily + 


ay. AO A IF a 
T dangerous to Men of Bu- N 


How walitely "tis, that Mf. Lellie ſhould be the Author of all 
a aa a nd. acts} RS © 

| Daily Communion nas the Praftice of the Apoſtles and Primi- 
The Primitive Church excommunicated thoſe mho departed the 
The dangerous Condition ſuch Perſons involve 1 he mſelves in, who 
OO thus depart the arch, and the Senſe waich the Primitive 
eh e op I OY | p. 18, 19, 23 | 


-*...- Dir. 


 Publick Aſſemblies without Communicating. 


N ed ines att 
An Anſwer to the Objection of Fear, that Daily Communion, 
vil make us leſs Efteem and Value the Holy Sacrament. 


e en A RP. h 
A,. Leſlie's Principles, fully anſwer this Objettion, p. 21 
The miſchievous Conſequence of the Letter-Writer's making uſe of 


Mr. Leſlie's Name, when he diſcourages Daily Communion. 


b. 23 
3 


4 
re 
y of itſelf alone, has no weight, 
4 |< he . 
Hr. Leſlie is Jo contrary t0 this Writer, that he onni there ; 
may be a Divine Inſtitntion, tho" not mention d in Serip- 
Sec. IX. The Writer's EXIr4Uagant Way of Diſcourag ing Baih . 


the Reſult of a ſuper/titions p.16,17 — 


| The CONTENTS. 
vu mY uh Buſineſs no Impediment to Daily Common. 


erflition of thoſe who depart the Palick Aﬀenblierni Abe 


mmunicating. 2.5 

bo . bi, 2 7 
A Every Duty requir'd for Preparation is ajoth neceſſary alſo 

* for our Daily Prayers. © . 

Set, X. The Letter-Writer encourages Fanaticiſm, by ia: ing 

| the Outward "Pal Se of cle. 5 r 

| Se . 5 miſapplies oly Scripture to this purpoſe. . 

1 4 8 He proſecute the ſame. gs P- 275 28, 29, 0 


7, Set XIV. He ſeems to be recovering himſelf but relapſer: again ; : : 
And at laſt leaves the Errer upon his Reader's Mind. p. 31 
| Sect, XV. Mr. Leſlie's Anſwer to all the Leiter- Mriter's falſe and 


dangerous Principles, about Outward Inſtitutions. P. 32 . 


5 1 85 See, XVI. The Writer's Rule to determine n hat is Sin: 7. hat ” HERS 
OO muſt be by clear and undoubted 1 which be Jo, the 


2 only are. p. 34 

Hi Miſapplication of Senne Texte, 10 rode 55 
Air. Leſlie # direttly againſt him as to this Rule. 1 37 
— $a XVII. The Letter-Writer's New Rule, That Silence of 
© Scripture, is a Prohibition. p. 38 
is Abuſe of Scripture to prove © P. 38, 39, 40 

© Mr. Leſlie is againſt him in this alſo. P. 40 


Sect. XVIII. The Writer's ſevere Charge * Accuſation againſ® 
| the Pure Primitive ( atholick church, for her Uſe if the _ 
mixed Cup in the Euchariſt. , ee 
For, that She conſecrated, offer” d, and communicated in, the 
Mixture, 1s confi m d by the Arn and Learned Mr. 
N, 8 ſrom the Primitive Fathers, quoted by him. p. 8 
85 The Hol * ts prove that our Lord himſelf int iuted the 
. 1 
This i is manifeſt, Jam all thoſe Rules, ly hol Wwe muſt ho deter- 


min'd, concerning the Senſe of any diſ uted Texts of Scrip- 
ture; and what 15 Rules are. F p42 
ilu- 


Firſt, The Texts of the New Teſtament, which contain the 1, if 
755 4 the Cup ; Jay nothing expꝛeſly concerning the be 
thereo 

The Contexts thereto, ſhew by Inference, that the G 7 contain art, 

what Chriſt call d the «6 Fruit of the Uine.” p. 43 

T tis Tn &« . ruit ok the Uine" . P. 43 


Other 


p. 42 


— bg IR OT * 
4. 9% . Meas * , 4 ö * * 
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273, 5, prove that the Sacramental 
S do 1 Cor. xi. 25. and S. John xix. 7% | 


| Fourth. So do's the Doctrine me Praflice of the Pure Print. 
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Other Texts of Scripture, compar d with the Contexts of the In- 
Iaftitation, determine this Diſpnte ; 4 articularly Prov. ix. 1, 
p 


of our Lord was 25 
mingled with Hater. 8 828 9 


And 1/t Epift. & John, Chap. v. Verſ. 6 8. 
An Objection, That the Blood and Mater »hich fl 


 Savioxr's Side, ſignified the Two Sacraments of 
the Euchariſi--- anſwer d. 


Another Scripture- Argument for the mix d Yah our rg : 


ME s calling the Enchariftick Cup, bis Blood of the New Cove- 


5. 51 
The $ Sen of the whole Argoment brought from Seripcare, 


P. 52,5 
Secondly, The Hiſtory of the Place, Time and Fatt, concern c 


the 3 compar 4 with the Onteæt, ere the mix' 


Thizdy, The Phy efcalogy of the Langrage our Save} ur ſp *. | 


proves ihe ſame, p. 54 
tive Church; which Adr. Lellie Jays i is the Befe Expoſitor of | 
Hol) Scripture. WE. DSS. 

| The Reverend and Learned Ar. 8 Ander s - Proofs, that the Pri. 
7 och Church, in the Age next to f be Apoſtles, praflis'd the mix g 

3 p. 5% 5% 


| Set. XIX. Mr. Leſlie's Expeſulation with the Quaters about. 


___ Water-Bapiiſm, and with the Anti-Epiſcopalians, about Epiſ- 


Ton Caper), ppb d to the miæ d Gop 3 ; mutatis mutandis. p. 58, 


60, 1 


- Sed. XX. The Gneluf an, in 1 to the Le We 's daring ; 


33 concer ing 2 the Benefi : 9 the n mix d oF. Ab 62 T 


Mr. LesL1t's 
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* * H E Licence of the Age and Prefs is ſuch, That 
' a \ no Rank or ſolemn Character, is a ſufficient 


N a Protection, from the Inſults of looſe and extra- 
1 vagant . 3 F 


5 No Man has more deſervd than the Re- 
1 verend Mr. Charles Leſlie; and yet ſome or other 
has preſum'd to Burleſque his Orthodoxy, in Printing Let- 
ters for him, which none that know him are willing to be- 
lieve were ever th: Productions of his Pen” 
But becauſe tais laſt Letter may go down with thoſe 
who are too apt tc take @lander upon Froſt, ---- | have pre- 
 ſum'd to offer the following Conſiderations to clear that Wor- 
thy Perſon, from the Suſpicion of having vented thoſe Crude 
and Undigeſted Matters fet forth in it, and which Refleg 
upon his Orthodoxy, and tarniſh his Reputation. 


F. I. And firſt, to paſs over what the Letter-Writer ſays 
of a Prieft's reviving an Old Primitive Practice, of his onn Head, 
without any Autho2ity, pag. 2. which diſcovers the Writer's 
not being appriz d of the Truth of Facts: His calling it 2 
Practice Not Neceſſary, which is a poor Begging of the 
Queſtion : His Suppoſition of a Prieſt's Reviving the Love- Wn 
Feaſts, and Hol) Kiſs, &c. which is nothing to the preſent 18 
Diſpute, and has been abundantly anſwer'd : His Caſe of the 8 
Conteſt about Eaſter-day, p. 2, and 3; to which ſufficient An- Wo 
ſwers have been given: His faying that“ Old Primitive Praclice "Nl 
* meerly of itſelf has no Weight,” pag 4. which is alſo foreign 
| | 10 


for Every Pꝛimitive Uſage he can 1 of,” 
is an uncharitable Reflection on thoſe Catholick ; 

Prieſts, who inſiſt upon the Reſtoration of ſuch Pꝛimitive 

— Uſages only, as are neceſſary to Secure to us, Firſt, The True 


to the Matters now in pine; for 8 are Primitive prakti- 

ces founded on Holy Seripture: His Obſervation about un- 

leavened Bread, p. 5. which has lon F, ſince been anſwer d: 
ie 


His Reflection that * Now Every Prieſt may make a Schiſm, 8&c. 


6. which 


Inſtituted Cup of our Lord in the Euchariſt: Secondly, A Per- 


fect Conſecration of the Elements: Thirdly, The Chriſtian 


Sacrifice : And, Fourthly, The moſt Solemn Worlhip of God, 
in the Communion of Saints; that is, of the whole Church of 
Chꝛiſt. Theſe are not indifferent Things, but of the Higheſt 
Conſequence, as they concern the very Subſtante of Chriſtian 


| Worſhip; ; and are therefore diſtinguiſh' d from other Primi- 
tive Uſages, which are not inſiſted upon, becauſe they are but 
Circumſtantials only. I ſay, to paſs by theſe, and many other 


bold Aſſertions, and Inſinuations of the Letter- Writer, utterly 


unworthy the Character of the Reverend and judicious 
Nr. Charles Leſiie, whoſe Writings ſhew him to be a Diſpu- 
tant, who argues with Sound Reaſon and judgment: Hin : 


Ws firſt place, who can believe, that Thar Reverend Perſon 
__ would thus miſrepreſent his Friend > P ag. 


had a Letter from a Principal Man of the Separation, 5 


„ letting me know that they have other Things to pꝛeſs or 


c with for, but that at pꝛeſent no more is inſiſted upon. 
When in Truth the Letter ſent to Mr. Leſlie ſays only, 8 


„ Theſe are all the Demands, and there is no more ask'd; 
indeed there is more wiſh d for by thoſe who demand theſe, . 
but no more is imiſted upon.“ This is the whole Para- 
graph; and what is there in all chis, of having © other Things 
* 0 pꝛele, ---- bat that at pꝛeſent no more is inſiſted ups n? 
As if the Catholick Biſh 10ps and Prieſts would pꝛels foz thoſe 
other things hereafter, when even they who diſſent from 
them, can witneſs, that they have declar'd the dire& contrary. 


Thus the Letter- Writer flings Dirt, that ſome may ſtick, and in 


ſuch a way as is altogether unlike thar Truth and Sincerity, for 


which the Reverend "Mr. Leſtic has been ſo much celebrated. 


5. . Again, The Writer ſeems to > have a mighty Concern 
for the Litre , puts the Catholick Biſhops and Presbyters in 


mind of t Heir hart ing given * their unfeign 2 A ent and Conſent 
to it, and that it * "66 has been E/ablifh; 4 by all the Ambority 


« Spiritual. 


iſhops and 


ce Spiritual and Temporal of the Nation.” But, alas, the Man in 
this Point appears to be a Stranger to the Reverend Mr. Leſlie's 


Sentiments concerning that Liturgy : For in his Caſe of the 
Regale and Pontificat, 2d Edition, p. 29. he ſays, The King 


« tn our Litany is Thruſt in betwixt the Church, and the 
« of the Churc 


“ Biſhops,---upon the Notion, I ſuppoſe, of his being Head 
7 and the whole Royal Family are drawn in 
„ with him as being Heads in Reverſion. And the Nobi- 


e lity too in the Office, 5 Nov. We Jmp2ove ! And ſeem 


cc 


_ © to take care, in the firſt place, for our Bodies, before our 
„ Jouls; and for this UWlozld mo2e than Efernify ! But 


cc 


Royal Family before the Biſhops and Clergy in the Liturgy, 


to look like taking Care of our Bodies before our Souls, and 
this World more than Eternity; and, in ſhort, to be no bet- 
ter than Refo2zming Backwards, and departing from the 
Primitive Form and Conſtitution: He regards no prior Afſent 
and Conſent given by him, nor any Authority, ee or 
Iemporal, whereby this was eſtabliſh'd. No, no; 
Principle is, That we are not to reckon the Truth by 
_« Numbers; elſe Mahomet would have the better of Chri- _ 
“s ſtianity.” And he has publickly declard to the World, 
that the Scorch Common-Prayer-Book, “ in many reſpecs, 
is better and more Primitive than Ours : ” And tis to be 
noted, that ſome of the Things contended for, are reſtor d 


in that Lirurgy. 


FS. III. The Letter Writer, in his 4th Page, tells us, That 


Apoſtolical Tradition, was not ſo very certain a Rule, 


_ * even in thoſe Early Days, [viz. in the Days of Pope Victor, 

who, by the way, was Biſhop of Kome, from the Year of our 

Lord 194, to 203; no, nor in the more Early Days of Pope 
Anicetus, who govern'd that Church, from the Year of our 
Lord 167, to 175, and was Co-temporary with S. Polycarp Uthe 
Diſciple of S. Fohn the Apoſtle,] who was made Biſhop of 


12 . 


1 Rehearſal, Vol. II. Ne 5. g. 6. 
2 Ibid, Vol. III. N' 4. 9. 7. 


they [Speaking of the Szedes praying for the Church and 

the Clergy, before the King and his Miniſters] © Retain the 
_ © Pzimiftive Fozm and Conſtitution in Sweden. They 
„ Refozm not Backwards.” Here we ſee that Mr. Leſlie = 

himſelf makes the Circumſtance of Praying for the King and 


Jis avowed 


2 Smyrna 


was 5 
n 
dd tid — WIVT — ed * 


41 


Smyrna by the Apoſtles themſelves.] Again, in his Sth Page, 
| alrogether unlike the Gravity of J. Reverend Mr 7 die, b p 
calls Pzimitive Uſage “a Duſt⸗Basket: And in his 12th 


Page runs out thus unaccountably againſt the Works of the 


Fathers; the Conſequence of which [if his Repreſentation of 


them were true] do's neceſſarily tend to deſtroy their Evidence 


for the Divine Authority of the Holy Scriptures ; and there- 
fore of all Reveal'd Religion: For (ſays he) concerning the 

Fathers, We are not ſure of their Works, for many Spuri- 

c ous Books have been put out in their Names, and paſsd as 


& theirs for a long time; many of which have been detected 


„„ by the Labours of the Learned in theſe later Ages; but we 
3 — 


e found out not all at once, but by degrees, and from time to 
0 


cannot ſay we are ſure that none remain, for they were 


time, and by intervening Accidents.----- The Court of the 
Index at Rome aſſumes openly the Authority, to mend and 
reform them, to put out, and put in what they think fit, to 
make them ſpeak the modern Language; and are ſo little 


6c 


cc 


* the Fathers, which have paſs'd through theſe Huckſters 


Hands, can be depended upon, as certain and indubitable ; 
or can admit of any Argument, beyond that of Pzoba- 
6 hiltty.* So again, p. 26. of the Letter, He ſets Chriſt and 
_ the Holy Fathers at Variance with one another in this manner: 
e 60 Mhbetber 18 it eaſier to ſuppoſe that Chriſt neglected OT for- 
4 pot, or on purpoſe conceal'd what was neceſſary and eſſential 
ce to our Salvation, or that Juſt in or Cyprian, or who elſe you 


*“ pleaſe, might miſtake, or their Works be corrupted, by 


c thoſe who profeſs the Trade, and had them ſo many Vears 


© in their Hands, with full Leiſure and Power, and Inclina- 


( tion to do it? Produce any Book of any Father which can 
* fſnew thoſe eight Eviderces for its being True and Genuine, 


* which are given in Chri//ianity Demonſtrated, for the Holy 5 


„Bible. Aud till this be done, bring no moze Fathers, or 
c ancient Alages, to corrupt the Scriptures by adding to 


*« them.” All this, and abundance more of the like nature, 


this Letter-Writer, contrary to the known uſual way of | 


Mr. I lie, utters againſt the Tradition of the Primitive Church: 
He makes no Exceptions, in favour of any One Father, they 
are all equal'y ſtruck at by him; and to make them yet more 
deſpicable, He further adds; *©* Tho' the Name of the whole 
Ml n 0 pus 


c aſhamed of it, that they have printed Volumes of theſe 1 
8 their Emendations of the Fathers, but we may be ſure not 
all. Therefore no Word, Sentence, or Paragraph in any of 


„ 


4 Catholick Church, is often given by particular Churches for 


„ Cuſtoms and Uſages of their own and neighbouring Chur- 
ches, yet we muſt conſider this is next to impoſſible to 
„ know, eſpecially in the early Ages when Navigation and 


„ Commerce were not ſo extended as now, that we may rea- 


ſonably ſuppoſe there were then ſeveral Chriſtian Churches, 
„ which never had heard of one another, how then could 

* theſe Fathers know the particular Cuſtoms and Uſages of all 
„ theſe Churches? unleſs Angels were the Courters, or a new 


Revelation given”. 


and Orthodox Mr. Charles Leſlie ! ſhould vent all this, againſt 


the Certainty of that Evidence, upon which the Truth of our 


moſt Holy Religion do's depend? Can it be imagin'd that he 


is ignorant, that the Works of the Fathers were publiſh'd Jong 
before the Court of the Index at Rome was ſet up? And that 
there are very valuable Editions of Fathers and Councils ſet 
forth by the Members themſelves of the Roman ney, with- 

- "> ditions 
the genuin Works are diſtinguiſh'd from what are not ſo; and 
the true Readings of the Texts reſtor'd ? Ye certainly knows 

all this, how ignorant ſoever the Letter- Writer may be of it. 
But that | may more effectually ſilence this Objection; it is to 
be obſerv'd, that the Court of the Index at Nome, which the 
Writer of the Letter ſpeaks of, was firſt order'd by the Coun- 
cil of Trent, and not ſet on Foot till after the breaking up of 
that Council, which was in the Year of our Lord 1563. The 
Invention of Printing was therefore at leaſt one hundred Years 
before this Court of the Index was ſet up. In this Space of 
Iime, the Works of the Greek and Latin Fathers were printed 
and publiſh'd, and diſpers'd over the World; and fo it is ma- 
nifeſt that theſe Editions could not be corrupted by that Court. 
And to convince this Writer of the Truth of what I ſay, let 


out any Regard to the Court of the Index; in which 


him take notice of theſe following Inſtances. 5 


* 


Hiermas was printed at Paris 1513, and at Strasburg 1522. 


8. Faſtin Marty's Works were. printed at Baſil by Henry Peter 


Concil. Trident. Sefl. XVIII. An. 1562, and Seſſ. XXV, circa fin 
Die 4+ Bd 1466S thn 5 NE Bo oa Be 
+ > Ds Pin Biblioth. Engl. Cent, J. 


s. IV. And now, is it poſſible to believe that the Learned, 
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in the Vears 1 - To and 1551. b Robert roy A. 1551. at 
Paris by Nivelle in 1554. at 15 again 15 


 treneus's Works were printed at Bat 1526, 5 15335 1515 
1548, 1554, 1560. and at Paris 1528. 


Clemens Alexandrinus s Works, were printed at Florence A.1 550. 
and 1551. * 


Trrtullan s Works were printed at Baſil A. 1 21 1525, 1925, 


88 1539, , 15509, and at Paris by Guillar 


. Oprian's 


Anno 1471; they were printed again at Paris An. 1512, then 


by Eraſmns's Care An. 1520, 1525, and at Glen the fame 
Tear; afterwards at Paris 1541, at Antwerp 1542, and 1549. 


At Lyons 1535, 543, 1544) 1549, and 1550, 15563 and 
at Fenice 1547. 


"Arnobins s Works were printed at Rome 1542, and at Bail 11 546, 


and 1560. 


Lactant ius was printed at Rome 1468, 1470, Venice 80777 1433, | 


1490, 1493. By Bennaliu, 1509, 1511, „515 By Mauritius 
* 1521 and 1535. At Paris in 1509. At Florence in 1513. 


t Baſil 1521, 1523,1546. At Lyons. 1532, 1540. At Ant- : 


4 in 1539, and in 1553, and 1556. 


Euſebini's Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory was printed at Rome 1475 at _ 
Mantua 1 479. At Hapenaw 1500. At Lyons 1523, 1542. At 
TR 1544, and at Baſil 155 His 
20 with his 


Paris 15 105 Rob. 
Life of onſt antine has almoſt mp been . 
Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory. 


ES Optarus was printed at . "MES A. 1649. . 
S. Gyil of Fernſalem' Catechetical Diſcourſes were e printed at IT 


Fienna An. 1660. 


. : o Baſl's Works were printed at Baſil 1532, at Ven enice 1537. "= 


Fvobenius A. 1549, and at Paris 1551, beſides particular Pie- 


ces of his, printed apart An. 1499, 1507, 1520, 1528, 1531, 
1532, 1533, 1549, 1548, 1556, 1558, 1550, 1561, 1562, 


among which his Liturgy An. 1548. 


; © Ambroſe's Works ſome of em were Printed at Milan 1490. : 
. more of his Works were Tony — Then 4 Toa : 


3 Du Pin | Bibliotheque C Go 1 Ibid. 3 3 
'5 [bid. Cent. 3. © lhid. Cent. 3. 7 Ibid. Cent. 3. 

* bid. 9 lbid. bid. Cent. 4. . 
1. Ibid. Cent. 4. bid. 3 Ibid. Cent. 4. bid. Cent. 4. 
"by 


orks were printed the firſt Edition a little after 
* Invention of Printing „the Second Edition was at Hire 


ERS J . 

by Eraſmus , many times at Baſil, and once at Paris 1529. 

Johannes Coſterius caus d his Works to be printed at Bail in 

e El ne-e Works were printed at Baſil 1533, 1540, again 

(( „„ 

S. Chryſoſtom's Works were printed at Baſil, An. 1504. At Baſl 
1545, 1560. In Germany 1522. At Paris 1524. Iheſe were 
follow'd by the Edition of Fobenius An. 1533, and 1547. 
S. Ferom's Works were printed at Baſil from the Year 1516 to 
dhe Year 1526, and again 1553. And at Lyons An. 1553. | 

S8. Avgu/tin's Works were printed An, 14953 at Baſil 1506. At 

Pari 1515, 1526, 1528, and a little after came out the Edi- 
tions of Gaillard and Chevalon, 


I might further enlarge, but theſe, [I think all reaſonable © 
Men will allow] are ſufficient to prove, that the Works of the 
| Fathers were printed and publiſhed, and got into a vaſt Num- 
ber of Hands throughout all Chriſtendom, long before the 
| Court of the Index at Rome was ſet up; and that conſequently, 
the Objection againſt the Works of the Fathers, upon the Pre- 
tence of that Court's corrupting them, is altogether groundleſs, 
and of no Effect. And the Reverend and Learned Mr. Leſlie 
is fo well fatisfied of the Invalidity of this Objection, that in 
his Diſſertation concerning Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, pag. 7. pre- 
fix d to Mr.Samnel Parker's Abridgment of Euſebiuss Ecleſiaſt 5 
cal Hiſtory] he tells us, that Archbiſhop Laud -- ordered the 
Heads of the Houſes [at the Univerſity of Oxford] to direct 
I the young Students to the Reading of Antiquity , begin- 
„ ning at the firſt Ages of the Church, and ſo downwards 
land Mr. Leſlie gives it as his own Opinion, that] this“ has ex- 
© ceedingly rais d the Glory of that Univerſity, as of the other 
D of Cambridge, who follow d the ſame Example; whence ſo ma- 
Iny learned Works have been produc'd in our Kingdoms, of 
the true and ſolid Antiquity, as have in a manner reviv dd 
_ * the Firſt Ages of the Church, and given us noble Edi- 
tions of ſcme of the G2eateft of the Fathers”. And 
[p. 1. of the fame Diſſertation, ] ſpeaking of the Church, he 
lays ,. „ Though we keep her Name, ſhe is yet unknown to 
* moſt, what ſhe truly is, or what it is that belongs to her, 
** To retrieve which, the beſt Method will be to ſhew her in 


. , 


„ lui Cent. 4. Ibid. Cent. 5, 
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cious Mr. Leſtie; for by what the former has ſaid againſt Apo- 


ſtolical Tradition, and the Wa2ks of the Fathers , he 
plainly declares, that hen ill not be concluded by the Evidente 


—— — 4 . = „— * 1 — 


Ibid. pag. 2, 3. 
| of 


te her P2zimifive Face; and then Men will ſee how ſhe has 
© {mprov'd, or degenerated, A Picture allares more than 
« Deſcription; and Patter of ag, beyond many Argu- 
te ments: Diſcourſes tell us of Things, but Hiſtory ſhews them 
© to us. But of all Hiſtory, the Eccleſiaſtical is the molt be- 
“ neficial, as much as the Concerns of the Church are beyond 
c that of the State, our Souls above that of our Bodies; and 
c our Eternal State more than the Moment we have to flay in 
this World.” --- Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory will make us wiſe un- 
cc to Salvation. There we ſee the Riſe and Growth of Here- 
„ ſies and Schiſms. And how theſe Tares were ſown while 
© the Husband-men flept. How ſoon they were beat down 
„ while the Watchmen were vigilant and zealons, But 
when they put on a ſozt of Moderation und would com- 

„ pound, how the Weeds in a Moment over-Ipread the Face 
of the Vine yard. That ir requird even Miracles fome- 
© times to retreive it! And there, and there only, I may fay, 

e js the Deciſion of all confroverted Points in Divinity, 

& either as to Doctrine or Diſcipline. For every one of them 
& muſt be determin d by Patter of Fact. It is not Refining 
„ and Criticiſms, and our Notions of things, but what that 
Faith was, which at the firſt was deliver d to the Saints. This 
is Matter of Fact, and muſt be determin d by Evidence. 
And where any Text of the New Teſtament is diſput- 

c&c ed, the beſt Evidence is from thoſe Fathers of the Church, 
© who livd in the Apoſtolical Age, and learn'd the Faith 
c from the Months of the Apoſtles themſelves, ſuch as S. Cle- 

cc ment, Janativs, Polycarp, Cc. Theſe muſt know beſt the 

_ & Senſe and Meaning of the Words, deliver'd by the Apoſtles. 

* And next to them, they to whom they did deliver the fame, 
© and fo on thro the ſeveral Ages of the Church, to this Day, 

* And thoſe Doctrines and that Government of the Church 

c which has this Evidence, muſt be the Truth. And they 

& ho refuſe to be determin d by this Rule, are juſtly to 
“ be ſuſpected; nay they give Witneſs againſt themſelves, that 

ec they are departed from the Truth. his is the miſe- 

rable Caſe of the Letter - Writer, if we may believe the judi- 


—— 


by the 


% 


of the Charch,” But whether he will or no 
him, that“ plain Matter of Fac will not bend or ſuffer us 
A to dodge and fence wich it, as we may do for ever about 


« poor Criticiſms of. Words and Speculations of our own in- 
e venting.” For as he ſays, * ſpeaking of our Receiving the 
© Belief of the Holy Scriptures, we receive it upon her E i⸗ 
dente * the Evidence of the Church] - The Sacred 
„ Oracles of the Scriptures were depoſited with her, to be kept, 


es ! . 


„Mr. Leſlie tells 


| © to de preach'd, and propagated. This makes her the Fig 


L and only Pillar upon Earth of this grand Depoſitum; and 


conſequently (according to this Excellent Author) the Letter- 
Writer refuſing to be determin'd by the Evidence of the 
Church, endangers his own'Beljef of the Holy Sctiptures alfo z 
and by his way of rejecting the Teſtimony of the Holy Fathers, 
does, in Conſequence, ſet forward and promote the dangerous 
Principles of the Deiſts, thoſe Enemies of all Reveal'd Religion, 
who have beet!) effectually ſilenc'd by that incomparable Piece 
lrg? rely entituled, A ſhort and caſie Method with the Deiſts; | 
and another, entitled, The Trath of Chriſtianity demonſtrated, Ibo 
both of which excellent Books out Letter - Writer ſeems to be 
| A very great Stranger, as well as to their worthy Author, not- *Þ 
_ withſtanding the Zeal he would appear to have for them, by his 

Challenge, "et + the Genuineneſs of any Father's Writings 
ht Marks: For by what I have largely quoted from 


him, S. III. - tis manifeſt, that he owns no Certainty in Apoſto- | 


. ical Tradition; no Certainty in the Wozks of the Fa⸗ | 
hers; and laſtly, no Knowledge in the Fathers, of the Cu⸗ 
ffoms and Uſages of all the Churches in their 42 early 

eſiaſti- 

cal Tradition with him is of no Uſe; and ſo all the eight Marks 
pol Mr. Leſiie againſt the Deiſts, will become of no Effect, if this 


Days; and therefore of neceffary Conſequente, all Ecc 


Lettex- Writer may be allow d to be a good Reaſoner. To e- — 8 
emplify this a little, in every one of the eight Marks, that the i 


World may ſee how unreaſonable tis to believe that this Wri- 


ter was the Author of them; 


ftrated, -- and there from p.55, to 144, are contain'd the ſaid 


four Rules, with four more added to them, making in all eight - 


_ 


« Evidences for the Truth of the Facts in the Holy Scriptures. 
: Ibid. p. 3j. * Rehearſal, Vol. III. Ne a. $5. 


C | His 


TODA To OE —e— — — u 


F. V. The Ingenious Mr. Leſlie has transferr'd the four Marks 
or Rules in the ſbort Method, to his Truth of Chriſtianity demon- 
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tutions, and the Reaſons of them, to be uncertain alſo. 


Tal. 


lis 1/ Evidence is, that the FaQs © were ſuch of which 
© Mens outwardSenfes could judge. Very well; but if according 


to the Letter-Writer, there is no Certainty in Tradition, how 


hall we, at this Diſtance from the Facts, be certain there ever 
were ſuch Facts at all? For without a certain Tradition or a 
new Revelation, the true Hiſtory of thoſe Facts can never be 


convey to us; and therefore ſince Tradition is not ſure , we 
have no Certainty of the Facts. e 


2. © They were done publickly in the Face of the World. 


But ſtill if Tradition is not ſure , their being done publickly 
dos not make our diſtant Knowledge of them the more certain; 


for, the publick doing of them could immediately affect none 


but the Perſons then preſent ; -- and therefore, if the Means of 


conveying their Hiſtory to others be ſo uncertain as the Let- 


ter-Writer repreſents, then we who were not preſent, -- cannot 
 mediately be certain they were done in publick, and conſe- 
quently, we cannot be ſure they were fo done at all 


3. That not only publick Monuments, but outward In- 


I ſtitutions and Actions, ſhould be appointed, and perpefual- 
Ip kept up in Memory of them.” Here again the Letter- 
Writer's Notion of the Uncertainty of Tradition, if true, makes 
us to have no certain Hiſtory of theſe outward Inftitutions and 
Actions; for none can be certain of them but they who were 
5 Pens, and all is uncertain to the Abſent; and therefore their 
being perpetualiy lep: 2p in Memory of the Falls, adds nothing 


to our Certainty, becauſe, as for Want of Tradition I know 
not the Facts; ſo, by reaſon of the ſame Want, I am not ſure 
the Inſtitutions, Cc. were perpetually kept up before my time, 


in Memory of ſuch Facts. I may find ſuch Inflitutions pra- 


Citis'd where I am ; but this do's not prove they are practis'd 
where I am not, nor for what Reaſon they are practis d at all; 


nothing but Tradition can aſſure me of them, or of their being 


1100 before I was born. But the Letter-Writer makes this 


ule to be uncertain, and conſequently, the Monuments, Inſti- 


4. © That theſe Inſtitutions to be obſerv'd, ſhould com- | 


* mence from the Time that the Facts were done. But if, 
(as I have obſerv'd before) according to our Letter-Writer's 


Notion, we cannot be certain that there ever were ſuch Facts, 
or that the Inſtitutions were appointed in Memory of thoſe 
Facts; then tis plain, we cannot be ſure that the Inſtitutions 
commenced from the Time that the Facts were done. 


3. That 


8 — —— “ A Ee "Is D 
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5. „ That the Book which relates the Facts, contain like- 


« wiſe the Law of that People to whom it belongs, and be 
© their Statute- Book by which their Cauſes are determin d. 


Here again our Letter-Writer's Principle of the no Certainty of 


Tradition, will make the Authority of this Book itſelf nor cer- 


tain; for if there is no certain Tradition, how ſhall we be cer- 

tain the Book in our Times is the ſame Book that was their 
Statute-Book in former Times? How ſhall we be determin d 
that chis Book is agreeable to the Original; or indeed, that the 


Original itſelf was written by thoſe Men, whom God appoint- 
ee RE ele To Ts 


6. he Great Fact of Chriſt's coming into the World, 
„ was propheſy'd of in the Old Teſtament from the Begin- 


© ning to the End.” But the Old * and the Pro- 
phecies therein are handed down to As by Tradition; fo that 


it the Letter-Writer's Notion of the Uncertainty of Tradition 
be true , then we are not certain of the Truth of thoſe Pro- 


pheees. 


* 


Leſlie's ſeventh Evidence. But all theſe are render d uncertain by 


our Letter-Writer's Aſſertion of the no Certainty of Tradition; 
becauſe they are all contain d in the Old Teſtament, which has 


no certain Evidence to ſupport it, if Tradition is not certain. 
8.“ His eighth and laſt Evidence is from the Truth and Sin- 
( cerity of the Pen- men of Holy Scripture, and what Intereſt 


e they could have in ſetting up theſe Things if they had been 
cc falſe. Which alſo muſt be convey'd to us by Tradition; 
"otherwiſe how can we know who the Penmen were, and con- 


ſequently any thing of their Truth and Sincerity * And ſince 


our Letter-Writer makes Tradition uncertain, he makes the 
Penmen and their Characters to be uncertain alſo; and conſe- 


quently this Rule to be of no Uſe neitner. 
Thus we have ſeen how far this Man's Notions have hur- 
ry'd him, even to the oppoſing in effect] all thoſe noble Ar- 
guments upon which the Truth of our moſt Holy Religion is 
| ſupported ; which doubtleſs would be a great Fleaſure to A- 
theiſts and Deiſts, if they could but be ſatisfied that the Re- 
verend Mr. Leſlie is the Author of them! But let theſe Enemies 
of all Reveal Religion be aſſur d, that that Orthodox Writer, 
in Oppoſition to the Principles advanc d in this Letter, aſſerts, 
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J. © The Types, Reſemblances and Exhibitions of the 
„ Fa@ [of Chriſt's coming, Cc. ] in outward ſenſible Inftitu- 
tions, ordain'd as Law from the Beginning, and to continue 
till the Fact they prefigur d ſhould come to paſs; are Mr. 
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that nothing can contribute more towards 2 the 
_ & Service of Chriſt and his Church} in this degenerate Age, 
than to acquaint Men with the Hiſtories of the Church, and 
_ * the Wozks of the Fathers, in the Pzimitive Times. 
That * as the AQs of the Apoſtles follow'd the Goſpels , and 
their Epiſtles are given us after their Acts, to explain their 
“ Dogtrines; fo the Hiſtories of the Church follow the Acts 
of the Apoſtles; and the TUritings of the Fathers, againſt 
the ſeveral Hereſies that aroſe, explain the Doctrines which 
had been receiv'd from the Beginning: That © thus the 
Truth of the Faith, and the Certainty of Fact, both as to 
the Doctrine and Diſcipline of the Church, are continued to 
_ © us in one uninterrupted Clew oz Thread of Evidence 
all the wap down from Chꝛiſt. And that © this con- 
* founds the Deiſts: For i: they deny it, they muſt give up 
all Certaintp of Things done in former Ages, and the 
* Truth of all Yiſtozy; and then they ſtop their own Mouths: 


t geſides they muſt own more Certainty of the FaQts related 


© in the Holy Scriptures, by the Inſtitutions which accompa- 
_ ©. nyd them from the Beginning, and which have continued 
to this Day, than any can be found in any other Hiſtory in 
© the World. And the Continuance of theſe Inſtitutions, 
* from the Times of the Scriptures, is carry'd down and made 
* very evident to us in the Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtories. And 
what are theſe Hiſtories but ſome of the Wozks of the Fa- 
| thers ? And ſince the Continuance of the Inſtitutions is made 
very evident to us in thoſe Works, it unavoidably follows, 
that [according to Mr. Leſlie] we are ſure of their Works. 


6. VI. Bot potindlnding ch, the Wag geg f 


5 produce any Book of any Father, which can ſhew thoſe eight 
Euvidences for its being true and genuine; and till this is 


% done, he fays we muſt © bring no more Fathers or an- 


„ cient Uſages, Cc. But in Anſwer to this, the Reverend | 


lr. Liflie tells him,“ Will you believe nothing that has not 
„all theſe Evidences: Far from it; for then I muſt be- 
„ flieve nothing but this ſingle Fact of Chriſt ; Becauſe no 
other Fact in the World, no not of all thoſe reco2ded in 

© Moly Scripftui es, has all theſe Evidences which the Fact 


„ ——_——. 
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A Letter to the Abridger of the Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtories of Socra- 
tet, Sucomeny and Thecdoret, igu d Charl. Leſlie. See my IIId 18 
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ok Chriſt has. And ſo God has thought fitting, that this 
e great Fa, above all other Facts, of the greateſt Glory to 
0 God and Importance to Mankind, ſhould 4 with greater 


er Fact ever was 
s in the World.“ So again, Mr, Leſlie ſpeaking of the four 
1 ſin his ſhort and eaſie ihne 30. Edit. 2. ] expreſſes 


© and more undeniable Evidence, than any ot 


_ himſelf thus,“ 1 do not ſay that every Thing which wants theſe 


„ four Marks is falſe.” So that, according to this Learned Au- 

thor, the Works of a Father may be true and genuine, tho 
they are not atteſted to by theſe four Marks; and [as he alſo 

ſays] no Fact whatſoever but that of Chriſt can have the eight 

Marks; how unaccountable, how unreaſonable then is it, for 

the Letter-Writer to demand all the eight, to prove“ any Book 

of any Father to be genuine? The Fathers muſt not have fo 
much as that common Reſpe& and Credit, which was always 

paid even to Heathen Authors: No, they muſt not be brought. 

to him for Evidence, but upon an Impoſſible Condition: 


They muſt have more Proofs for the Genuineneſs of their 


Works, than can poſſibly be brought for the Truth of ſeveral 

Parts of the Holy Scriptures themſelves. This verifies the Ob- 

ſervation which the Learned Mr, Leſlie has long ſince made, 

© That the Fanaticks--- have wrote ſpiteful 1oks againſt = 

4 the Fathers to deſtroy their Authority; That when Antiqut- 
ty will not do [for them, ] they rail at it, and run down Fa? 

_ © thers, Councils and Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtories, all in a Lump:“ 

* --And would have us take their Light within for the only 


true Interpꝛeter of Scripture! *_ 


6. VII. As for the Writer's Objection, about diſtant Chur- 
ches unknown to the ancient Fathers, and conſequent]y theſe 
Liber of all 


Fathers Ignorance of the particular Cuſtoms and 
thoſe Churches, by reaſon of Navigation and Commerce not 


being then ſo extended as now; tis directly contrary to Mat- 
ter of Fact, looks like a meer Banter, and is altogether un- 

like Mr. Leſlie's ſerious Way of Reaſoning. For that Reverend 

Author, who is ſo well skill d in Hiſtory, knows very well, that 
Navigation was extenſive enough in thoſe Days, to enable all 
the Churches in the World to correſpond with one another. 


It is true, they had not then found out the Uſe of the Com- 


3 


— 


The Truth of Chriſtianity demonſtrated, p. 70, 71. A Difſer- 
tation concerning Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, pag, V iI. 
ee pals, 
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paſs, and therefore their Voyages to diſtant Countries were not 
ſo expeditious as now: But this did not hinder their Under- 
taking ſuch Voyages, and Finiſhing them with good Succeſs, as 
we find even in the Reign of King Solomon, who drew to the 
two © Sea-port Towns id the Red Sea,Elath and Eſiongeber, and 
from thence 1 „ all the Trade of Africa, Arabia, 

ia, 


& Perſia, and In 


Fat and Weſt into his Kingdom, and had Goods and Merchan- 


_ dize brought to the Port of Mos Hermus by Sed from © A. 
c rabia, India, Perſia, and Ethiopia; and from that Harbour 
they were carry d on Camels Backs to Coptus on the Nile, and 
& from thence down that River to Alexandria, from whence 
e they were diſpers'd all over the Meſt; and the Wares of 
the Nef were carry'd back the fame Way into the Eaſt. 
And thus Navigation and Commerce were carry d on between 
the Exffern and Weftern Parts of the World © for above ſeven- 
© teen hundred Years after; till a little above two hundred 
& & Years ſince, another Paſſage from the WF into thoſe Countries _ 
c was found cut by the Way of the Cape of Good Hope, in 
ce theYear of our Lord 1497, by Vaſquez de Gama a Portiague ce. 
From all which tis notorious, that in the Times of the Primi- 
tive Fathers, the remoteſt Churches did not want Means of 
correſponding with one another: And it 1s certain that they 
did fo correſpond by their Communicatozp Letters, as Mr. 
Leſlie has given us to underſtand in his Caſe of the Regale, where 
enumerating the bleſſed Conſequences of Catholick Commu- 
nion, he ſays, © Then would the Communicatozp Letters 
„ go abroad of one Biſhop ro another even to the Ends 
* of the Earth. And © then would Biſhops (not on- 
ly of one Church or Nation) ſalute one another, as in the 


fHPꝛimitive purer Ages, by the Name of Brethren and Col- 


Pridegax's Connect. of the Hiſtory of the Old and New Teſta- 
ment, Vol. I. p.6,7- bid. Vol. I. p. 47, And Herodot. lib. 4. 
bid. Vol. II. p. 71. lid. Loid. Vol. I. p. 47. 


Id 


legues. © 


After this, © Pharao Necho King of 
Egypt | in the Reign of Jofah King of Judah] © having 
> Sin 2 f > 
© gotten ſome of the experteſt of the Phenician Sailors into 
„ his Service, ſent them out by the Red Sea thro the Streights 
of Babelmandel, to diſcover the Coaſts of Africa, who having 
* ſail'd round it, came home the third Year , through the 
„ Streights of Gih2alfar , and the Mediterranean Sea. 
And we find that 259 Years before our Saviour's Incarnation, 
Ptolemy Philadelphus, King of Egypt, drew all the Trade of the 


| ** ſtood excommunicated all the Wozld over. And when 


And to interpret their Words in this Letter- 


Li} 


e legues. » = $0 likewiſe [ 88 of the Unity of the Ca⸗ 


tholick Church in the primitive Days] he ſays, their Uni- 
ty conſiſted in the mutual Correſpondence and good A- 

„ .greement of the Biſhops, the Heads of the ſeveral Churches. 

— Any Perſon juſtly excommunicated by his proper Biſhop, 


„ reſtor d by his proper Biſhop, was reſtor'd to the Catholick 
Communion of all other Churches: And the Communi- 
4 catozy Letters, then in Cuſtom among the Biſhops, made 
e the Method of this eaſy.” And therefore ſince the Pri- 
mitive Churches did not want Means of ſending their Meſſen- 
gers by Sea and Land; and ſince the Zeal of thoſe early Days 


did make them careful for their common God, and cauſe =_ 
them to ſend their Communicatory Letters to each other; tis 
plain, that when the Primitive Fathers or particular Chwches — 
ſpeak of the Cuſtoms of the whole Catholick Church, they 4 


do not mean barely the Cuſtoms of their own and neighbour- _ 
ing Churches, but of all the Churches e e the World. 

Writer's Senſe, is 

to call in Queſtion the Ueracity of thoſe holy Men, to ren- 

der their Language as ridiculous as the making of 4 Part equal io 

| 1 Whole; and in ſhort, to make all Hiſtory an inſignificant 


S. VIII. I thought to have paſs d by the Letter-Writers 

_ Saying, p. 4. That old Primitive Practice, meerly of itſelf alone, 

bas no Height, becauſe, as I have obſerv'd before, p.2. - tis 

_ foreign to the Matters now diſputed , which are pꝛimitive 

Pꝛactices founded on Poly Scripture. But upon ſecond 

Thoughts, I find it proper to vindicate the Revd. Mr. Leſlie 
from this falſe Notion which the Writer would palm upon 

him; and therefore I defire the Reader would take particular 
Notice, that in his Rehearſals, * ſpeaking of Epiſcopacy , he 
ſays, “ Ik this had not been mention dd in Scripture, the 
* Government of the Churches every where in the Apoſtoli- 

* cal Times, and thoſe ſucceeding, is a full P2of of the In⸗ 

* ftitution,” So again, ſpeaking of the Anabaptiſis demand- 

ing an expreſs Text of Scripture in the New Teſtament to 
prove Infant-Baptiſm, he tells us, © If they will ſtand to this 


aw oC 


— 
— — 
* 


; L Caſe of the Regale, pag. 259. Second Edition. Mr. Leſlie's 
etter to the Abridger of the Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtories of Socrates, S- 
wmen, and Theodoret, 3 Vol. II. Ne 31. Sect. . 
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© Lord 
for it in 
© fire thegi to ſhew you ſuch an expreſs Text prohibiting Po- 


Church] © meerly of itſelf alone, is of no Weight.” 


e from the Laity, he adds, © But the Daily Communion 
6 ſtruck Mr. Stephens's : 

Diſlike of Daily Communion, by telling you, that © he once 

& diſcours'd this Point with him at large; --- that they were 


ec near the Royal N ; --- that ſeeing the Merchants run- 
c 


WE! * 


© they approach'd the Holy Sacrament? And if daily Commu- 


c nion to ſuch would not bring them into a Contempt , at 


e jnſtead of increafing their Eſteem and Reverence for it; 


CT 1461 3 
© Rule, they muſt exclude Women from the Sacrament of the 
s Supper; or elſe ſhew either Command or Example 

e New Teſtament, which they cannot do- De- 


&« lygamy ;or for the Obſervation of the Sabbath. It is call'd a 


© Shadow, and fulfill d in Chriſt, Cl. ii. 16,17. And there is 
no Command for keeping the firſt Day of the Week as a 
Sabbath. The Authozity of the Church muſt come in 


© here. * 59 again, there is nothing fo2 that Day, [the firt 


8 Day of the \ eek] but the Authoꝛitp ok the Church.” So 
egre iouſly does the Letter-Writer abuſe the pi * hc -- 
- 


odox Mr. Leſlie, when he introduces him as ſaying that ** Old 


© Primitive Practice, [which indeed is the Authority of the 


” 


g. IX. Our Writer, in his 8ch Page, paints out old Mr. Ed- 
ward Stephens with diſadvantageous Colours, repreſents him as 
e aA Man of great Zeal, but weak Judgment, and that ſome 
“ thought him mad Then he tells you, © he was ena- 
c mour d of Primitive Uſage right or w2ong. ' —— © He 
“ had heard that long ago, in Times of hot Perſecution, ſome 
 < zealous Chriſtians communicated every Day, --- and 
then, after repreſenting the Zeal ſome Chriſtians had for the Sa- 
crament, [with an amazing Air of Levity, too near bordering 
upon Prophaneneſs] ſaying ©* they could carry a Bit of Bꝛęad 
« in their Pocket, c. And ſpeaking of a ſuperſtitious Ground 


& of the Daily and ſolitary Maſſes . and of taking the Cup 


ens's Fancy. In his next Page he ſhews his 


3 


ning with great Earneſtneſs into the Coffee-Houſes and Ta- 
ec verns to drive their Bargains, he ask d Mr. Stephens, Whether 
4 he thought that ſuch, generallp ſpeaking , did not need 
ſome Time of Recollection and trimming the Lamp, before 


A Ot 


© leaſt a leſs Regard than was firting of that holy Ordinance, 


1 


z Ibid. Vol. IV. N' 27. Sect. 8. — 2 bid. Vol. IV. N. 28. Sect. 1. 
| while 


_ interfere with common Offices of LiftGme. 
Ihus far the Letter-Writer. And now upon a ſerious Con- 
ſideration of all this, can any of the Reverend and Orthodox 
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4 qhile they found themſelves obligd to run from the Sa- 
s crament to the Tavern, or from the Tavern to the Sacra- 
© ment; or otherwiſe” neglea their Uocation , and provi- 


64 ding for their Families? Which S. Paul pronounceth #0 be de- 


 & wing the Faith, and worſe than Infidelity, 1 Tim. v. 8. And 
Men may run into Superſtition upon the Sacrament, as the = 
„ Jews did upon the Sabbath; and as Chriſt faid of the Saba NY 
„ bath, ſo may it be faid of the Sacrament, that it was made | 


% for Man, and not Man for it, and therefore that it do's not 


\ 


Mr. Leſlie's Friends believe that he was the Author of it? Is 
it juſt to his ſacred Character, to allow that this did flow 
from his Pen? For no one knows better than that Reverend 
Perſon, that daily Communton was the Practice of the 
pure Primitive Church in the Apoſtles Days: © They conti- 
nued daily with one Accord in the Temple, and breaking 
Bread from Houſe to Houſe: That it was practis d ſeveral 
Ages after, not only in Times of Perſecution , but when the 
Church was at Reſt, as S. Cyprian , * Euſebius, S. Augu- 
tin, S. Jerom, and S. Chryſoftom's do teſtify: That in 
thoſe Times there were Men of Buſineſs and Trade, who MR 
drove Bargains, and were employ'd in other worldly Affairs as {4 
much as now, and that this did not prohibit or hinder their 


daily Communicating; that every Man's lawful Calling is 


one Part of that Duty which he owes to God, his Neighbour, | 
and himſelf; that the Performance of this Duty is fo far from 
being a Bar, that it is even a neceſſary Qualification to come to 


the Holy Sacrament ; that the Primitive Chriftians had ſo juſt. 


a Senſe of the Neceſſity of this Divine Food of our Souls, 
that if any who was in full Communion, departed the publick 
_ Aſſemblies before he had receiv'd the Holy Sacrament, he was 
do be excommuenicated for ſuch his ſcandalous turning his 
| Back upon the Altar of God. 7 That in thoſe Days, they look'd 
upon the Receiving of the Sacrament as the p2incipal Buſts 
nels they met about, and that it was a Tranimefſton of the 
Precept of the Goſpel, for Chriſtians to neglect or refuſe it in 
the publick Aſſemblies of the Church. Hence S. Ambroſe, [or 


* _ 


* Acts ii. De Orat. Dom. 3 Demonſirat. Evang. Lib. i. cap. 10. 
Epiſt. cxviii. 5 Epiſt. I. © Homil, xut, Heb, 7 Canon. Apo- 
Gol; ix, Synod, Antioch Canon. II. W e 
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rather the ancient Author of the Books of the Sacraments, by 


ſome aſcrib'd to him] reprehending the Grecks, who had intro- 
duc d a contrary Cuſtom, exhorts all Men to the daily Partici- 


pation of the Holy Sacrament, in this Manner: If the Eu- 
c chariſt is our daily Bꝛead, why do ſt thou receive it but 
* once a Tear, after the Manner of the Greeks * Receive dai⸗ 
© ly, that which is every Day. profitable for thee, So live 
that thou may ſt be fit to receive daily, He who is unfit to 
“. receive every Day, is not fit to receive at a Year's End. Ho- 
« Jy Job offer'd daily Sacrifice for his Sons, for fear they ſnould 
in any reſpect have ſinned, either in Thought or in Word. 


« Thou heareſt that, as often as the Sacrifice is offer d, 
© the Death, Reſurrection and Aſcenſion of our Lord is 


_ « ſignifyd , and Remiſſion of Sins is beſtowd. And 
„ do'ſt thou not take this daily Bꝛead of Life? He who 
„ js wounded, wants to be healed, We are all wounded, be- 
© cauſe we are under Sin. Our Medicine is, the Heavenly 
= and venerable Sacrament: Give us this Day our daily Bread. 
+  , So again S. Baſil, © Tis very good and profitable, every Day, 
© to partake of the Holy Body and Blood of Chriſt , fince he 
« himſelf has plainly told us, He that eateth my Fleſh,and drink- 
eth my Blood, hath Eternal Life.” * And S. Chryſoſtom, com- 
plaining of ſome in his Days who refus'd to communicate in 
the daily Sacrifice, ſays, O Preſumption ! In vain is the daily 
„ Hacrifice offer'd: In vain do we ſtand at the Holy Altar; 


1 
cc 
0 


there is no one to participate. J ſpeak theſe things not 
only that you may communicate, but alſo that you ſhould 


e thy to partake of the Sacrifice? Then you are not worthy 
« ſo much as of the Prayers. Haſt thou no Regard ? 


„ Dofſt thou think this a Matter of no Conſequence ? Con- 
© ſider, I beſeech you, here is the Royal Table, the mini- 


© firing Angels attend, the King himſelf is preſent * And 
„ do'ſt thou ſtand lazy and idle?” > This was the well- 


founded Zeal of the Primitive Fathers! This, their ar- 
dent Love to our dying Lord! and vehement Charity for 

the Souls of Men! They look'd upon daily Communion as 
coming up neareſt to the Deſign of our Saviour's Inſtitu- 


tion, who appointed the Euchariſt to be the Heavenly Food, 


Sa en i 


_—_— 


P Ee 


S. Ambroſ. de Sacrament, Lib. v. Cap. 


* 


4. & Lb. iv. cap. 6. 


that 


make yourſelves fit for the Communion, Are you not wor- I 


higheſt Good. But the Holy 
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that ſhould nouriſh our Souls unto Eternal Life: They were 
very ſenſible of the Weakneſs and Frailty of our Nature, 


that we ftand in Need of the continual Aſſiſtance of the Graces 
of the Holy Spirit, which are moſt effectually procur'd, by a 
conſtant Uſe of this moſt p 

they knew, that in many 7 


tunity of Receiving this Divine and Heavenly Nourtſh 
and of applying this Healing Balſam. But the Pen- man of our 


Letter uncharitably inſinvates, that daily Communion is the 
„ Fancy of a Man of weak Judgment, the Reſult ol 
a ſuperſtitious Thought: — And that Men may run 
© info Superſtition about the Sacrament, * that is, a: 
bout the daily Receiving of it; for that is the Subject of 
his Diſcourſe: And that datly Communion to Merchants, 
and Men of other lawful worldly Buſineſs, “ generally ſpeak- 
“ ing, would bring them into a Contempt, at leaſt a leſs Re- 
F gard than was fitting of that Holy Ordinance, inſtead of in- 
s creaſing their Eſteem and Reverence for it.” Good God! 


[ l ſpeak it with Seriouſneſs and Concern] to what Days are 
| we come! When we ſee a Man put on the Character of a Re- 


verend and Orthodox Prieſt, take to himſelf the Name of Mr. 
 Teſlie, and, under that Guize, diſcourage Multitudes from the 
frequent Performance of that, which is one of their greateſt 


Duties, by endeavouring to infuſe into them this dangerous 
Pꝛinciple, chat the frequent Uſe of ſpiritual Things, the dai- 


ly Performing of our Duty in the moſt ſolemn Worſhip ok 
God is not only the Reſult of Superſtition, Cc. but the Way 


to bring us into a Contempt of chat Duty! What ſound Di- 


vine ever talk'd at this Rate? How can the real Friends of the 


Reverend Mr. Leſlie, bear to have ſuch Things father'd upon 


him by this Writer, when the direct Oppoſite to this is the 
Truth? For the more we exerciſe ourſelves in the Command- 
ments of God, the greater will be our Love, Eſteem, and Value 

for them: Not like the Things of this World, which nauſeate 


and cauſe our Diſeſteem of them, by their Frequency and A- 


 bundance, becauſe they are no ways proportion'd to the noble 


Faculties of our Souls ; nor proper Means to unite them to their 


D 2 nion 


20per Means to obtain them; 
ings we offend all; that the daily 
Wounds our Souls receive by Sin, do every Day want to be 
hheal'd by this ſovereign Medicine: They therefore preſsd 
Men, with the greateſt Farneſtneſs, never to omit any Oppor- : 
ment, 
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nſtitutions of Religion are (by 
God's Appointment, and the Influences of his Spirit) the moſt _ 
complete and adequate Means of our Union and Commu- 
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mnmion with him, who is the only infinite Object of untainted 
Pleaſure and Delight; and conſequently, the more we uſe ſuch 
Means, the more we ſhall value, eſteem, and long for them, by 
reaſon of the infinite Lovelineſs of that Object, re which 


they units us: Hence it was, that David, when remov d from 


the Enjoyment of God in the Uſe of ſuch Means, cry d out with 


the utmoſt Vehemence of Spirit, „As the Hart panteth after 


the Water Brooks, ſo panteth my Soul after thee, O God! 

My Soul thirſteth for God, for the living God; when ſhall 

I come and appear before Gd? Fo again upon a 
like Occaſion, “ How amiable are thy Tabernacles, 0 

© Lord of Hoſts! My Soul longeth, yea even fainteth for 
© the Courts of the Lord: My Heart and my Fleſh crieth our 

“& for the living God!“ * And he was fo far from diſeſteeming 


the Divine Ordinances, by reaſon of the frequent Obſervance 


of them, that he addreſſes God in ſuch devour Strains as theſe ; 
My Soul breaketh for the Longing that it hath unto thy 
„ Judgments, at all Times. The Law of thy Mouth is bet? 
ter unto me than Thouſands of Gold and Silver. O how 
. © Jovel thy Law! It is my Meditation all the Day, Thy Te- 
“ ſtimonies have 1 taken as an Heritage for ever: For they 
_ © are the Kejoycing of my Heart. From all which tis 
manifeſt, that the Divine Inſtitutes, even under the Old Te 
tament Diſpenſation, had ſuch mighty and powerful Charms, 
as to engage the moſt ardent Love and Affection of devout 
Souls, ſo tar, as, that the more they practis d, the more they. 


long'd for them, and valued em beyond all the Riches of the 


Earth, And can we imagine, that the more glo2tons Inſti⸗ 
tutions of the New Covenant have leſs powerful and attrac- 
ting Charms than they? Certainly no! © For there is verily 
aA Difannulling of the Commandment going before, for the 
_ © Weakneſs and Unp2ofitableneſs thereof. For the Law 
that is, the Law of ſes] “ made nothing perfect, but the - 
bringing in of a better Hope did, by the which we [Ch2i- 
Mans] d2aw nigh unto God. + The Apoſtle in another 
Place, calls that Law © the Letter, the Miniſtration of Death, 
and of Condemnation;”* and the Chriſtian Diſpenſation, the 
Spirit, the Miniſtration of the Spirit, and the Miniſtration of 


Righteouſneſs,” 5 And then comparing the two Diſpenſations 


— 
7— 


* 


_— 


1 Pſal. xlii. 1,2. 1 Pſ. Ixxxiv. 18. N. cxix. 2072,97, and 111. 


+ Heb. vii. 18, 19. 2 Cop. iii. 


Gs 
of the Law and the Goſpel , he thus argues concerning them; 
„If the Miniſtration of Death, written and engraven in 
„ Stones, was glorious, — how ſhall not the Minif 


« Condemmation be Glory, much moze doth the Miniſtra- 


© tion of Righteouſneſs exceed in Glory, For even that 
© which was made glorious, had no Glory in this reſpect, by 
_ © reaſon of the Glozy that excelleth. For if that a a 
done away was glorious, much mo2e that which remaineth 
„ is glorious. * So that the Inſtitutions of the Chriſtian Re- 
ligion being much more glorious than thoſe of the Law of Afo- 
ſes,; their Excellencies in every reſpe& muſt far exceed; and 


conſequently, the more we devoutly attend them, ſo much the 


3 more will our Regard, Eſteem, and. Reverence for them, be in- 
creas'd and magnify d ; becauſe, by Means of theſe, © we all 
with open Face, beholding as in a Glaſs the Glozy of the 


„ Rodd, are Tj into the ſame Image, [that is, we are 
changed into the Similitude and Likeneſs of Chriſt ] from 
5 Glory to Glory, even as by the Spirit of the Lord; an 
is, from one Degree of Glory to another, by the Power of the 
Holy Ghoſt. And no Doubt, it was upon ſuch Principles as 
theſe, that the Reverend Mr. Leſlie argued with the Quakers 
concerning the Neceſſity of the two Sacraments, and other out- 
ward Acts of Worthip in the Chriſtian Church; to which 
[Acts of Worſhip] ſays he, We are as much, nay moze ſtria⸗ 
„ lp obliged, under the Goſpel, than they were under the 
“ Law.“ And for this he appeals to a Primitive Father too, 
vis. 8. Lrenaus, in the ſame Page. Now then, if we Chri- 
ſtians are moze ſtricly obliged to outward Ads of Worſhip 


than the Jemt were, according to Mr. Leſlie; then we are at 


lleaſt obliged to be as frequent in ſuch Acts ( Allowance 
being made for the Nature of them) as they were, Their 
Church was oblig'd, by the Law of God, to offer every Day in 
the Week, throughout their Generations, two Lambs, the one 
in the Morning, the other in the Evening, for a Burnt-Offer- 
ing. + This was a Sacrifice typifying the Sacrifice of the Lamb 
of God, which taketh away the Sin of the World. * Mr. Leſlie 
ſhews, that © the Death of Chriſt - is more lively expreis'd 


. 1 n - id. r 
— * 


5 


2 Cor. iii. 778, 9, 10,11. bid. verſ. 18. 7 A Diſcourſe 


proving the Divine Iuſtitution of Water-Baptiſin, p. 55, + Exod. 


XXX. 38. S. John i. 29, 1 


ration of 
the Spirit be rather glo2ious ? For if the Miniſtration of 
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« and better underſtood in the Chziſtian Sacrifice, than in 


the Fewiſh,” * And that this © Chriſtian Commemorative 
& and Reprefentative Sacrifice is much mo2e* a True and Real 
Sacrifice, than the Typical Sacrifices were. Therefore, accord- 


ing to Mr. Leſlie, the *acrifice of the Euchariſt is of moꝛe Ua- 


Inge and Benefit; and ſince it is ſp, and we are moꝛe ſtrialy 
oblig'd to ontward Acts of Worfhip, it muſt neceſſarily follow, 
Ffrong the Reverend Mr. Leſlie's Principles, that the Chriſtian _ 
Church is bound to offer this Sacrifice, which is our beſt out- 
ward Act of Worſhip, at leaſt once every Day, and conſequent- 
ly that we are ſo often oblig d to communicate in the Eucha- 
riſtick Sacrifice: I ſay this is the neceſſary Conſequenee of Mr, 


Leſlie's Principles, directly contrary to the Infinuations of our 


Letter. Writer. Again, the Reverend Mr. Leſlie ſays, “ Af- 
ter [Chriſt's] Priefls have offer d up his Body and Blood 


© upon the Altar, in Reſemb lance and Figure of what he in 


e Ferfon and Reality performs in Heaven, he grants to us to 

Fat and Drink of the ſame Sacrifice at his Tab „ 
0 our intimate Union and Communion with him, by thus 

„ Parfaking of his own Body and Blood ; whereby we 
are made one Body with him, by a wonderful Jncozpo- 

„ ration: as what we Eat and Drink becomes our own Bo- 

* dy and Blood.“ From hence we may juſtly expoſtulate and 


le, ſignifying 


argue with the Pen-man of our Letter; Is it poſſible that a 


desvout Soul ſhould, by frequent daily partaking, be cloy'd 
with this Heavenly Feaſt, contemn his intimate Union and — 
Communion with Chriſt, and diſeſteem his being made one 
Body with him? No; Theſe ineſtimable Benefits are of ſuch 
a Nature, that they neceſſarily produce a quite contrary Effect: 
For, if by receiving the Sacrament we are made One with him, 
(as Mr. Leſlie ſays we are) we ſhall be thereby made Partakers 
of his Divine Qualities ; and then, as it was his, ſo twill be 
our Delight to do God's Will, and to finiſh his Work ; and the 
oftner we are (by Eating and Drinking his Body and Blood) 
united to him, the more will theſe Divine Qualities increaſe, 
till our Love to thoſe Means, which produce ſuch glo2icus 
Effects, will grow fo ſtrong and powerful, as to make us ar- 
dently deſire, and long for, the frequent Returns of them. 


And, that People in theſe Days do not come up to this P21/ 


His Letter to the Author of Sacrifice the Divine Service, p. 3. 
2 I bed. 5 [hid- pag. 8, 9. 5 | Bs 8 
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5 BJ] eee 
miti ve Zeal and Fervour, with reſpect to the Chziſtian Sa⸗ 
crifice and Communion, is owing to that Laodicean Luke- 
warmneſs and Indifferency (to make no worſe of it) towards 


Spiritual Things, which now too much prevails among Men, 
But it would be of great Benefit towards the removing of this 


fatal Diſtemper, if we would, with S. Chryſoſtorn, ſeriouſly reflect, 


That as the Body ſtands in need of daily Food; ſo, and 
& very much more do's the Soul; for whom, if we do not pro- 
vide, it becomes even weaker, more disfigur d, more baſe and 
e vile than the Body do's. Let us not then (ſays he) deſpiſe the 
© Danger the Soul is in; for ſhe every Day receives a great 
„ many Wounds ; now, thoſe of unlawful Deſires; then, thoſe 
| © of Anger; and at other times, thoſe of * Spiritual Sloth.” 
And I cannot but obſerve, upon this melancholy Occaſion, 
that, as weak and ſickly Conſtitutions of Body grow worſe and 
worſe, by the frequent Neglect or Refuſal of daily, wholſome 
Nouriſhment, till they come to a total Loſs of Appetite, and 
ol neceſſary Conſequence to an untimely Death; ſo tis juſtly 
i0 be fear d, that the weak and ſickly Conſtitutions of too many 
Mens Souls, contracted by the Poiſon of Sin, grow worſe and 
Vorſe, by the frequent Neglect of that wholſome ſpiritual | 
Nouriſhment, which they might receive by the frequent Par- 
ticipation of the Body and Bl 


of Mercy) in Eternal Death. 


Mluch more might be urg d upon this neceſſary Subject of 
Frequent Communion, but this Paper was not deſign'd to dwell 
long upon it: And if ſome ſhould think, that J have already 


been too tedious ; I only deſire them to obſerve, that ſince ſo 


great a Name as that of Mr. Leſlie is made uſe of, to give pre- 
tended Reaſons againſt Daily Communion ; tis highly proba- 
ble, that Multitudes, believing them to be his, may greedily 
ſwallow em without Examination, till at laſt the Infection 
may ſpread ſo far, as to make them reckon, that tis geraten 
Ne verence towards the Holy Sacrament, and the ſecureſt ard 
ſafeſt Way, wholly to abſtain from (or at moſt but rarely to 
receive) it, than to be frequent Communicants at it; as 1 
know, by ſad Experience, is the Opinion of many ignorant 


Souls: And that therefore 1 thought it highly neceſlary, for 
their Sakes at leaſt, to ſay ſomething, by way of Antidote, 


* 


+ X £ 1 


. Chryſoſ. Homil. in cap. S. Joannis xvii, 
1 . e againſt 


ood of Chriſt ; till at laſt they 
loſe all ſpiritual Appetite, and ſo terminate (without a Miracle 


againſt the Malignancy of ſuch a Tenet, as may make Men 
heedleſly plunge themſelves into Eternal Perdition. For our 
Lord, who is Truth itſelf, has infallibly aſſurd ſuch Men, 
Except ye eat the Fleſh of the Son of Man, and drink his Blood, 
je have m0 Life in you,” Or, as the Learned Mr. John, 
better tranſlates theTemt, ©* Except ye do fi upon the Fleſh of 
the Son of Man, and make his Blood your Drink, ye have 
„ no Life in you; that is, no Spiritual Life; ot you cannot 
have any thing in you, whereby to ſupport your Spiritual Life; 
the Conſequence of which muſt be a Spiritual Death, without 
ſome uncovenanted Miracle of Mercy to prevent it. 
A for the Writer's Inſinuation of Exchange-Merchants, ge- 
nerally ſpeaking, their not being duly qualify'd for the Holy 
_ Sacrament, for want of Time of Recollection, and Trimming 


che Lamp, by reaſon of their earneſt running into Coffee- 


Houſes and Taverns; and that conſequently Daily Communion 


| e ſuch, would bring them into a Contempt, Ge, of the Holy 


Sacrament. 'Tis highly uncharitable, and therefore nnch:1-. 


x ſtian, to judge thus hardly of ſo great a Body of Men; the 


| Writer, doubtleſs, is not familiarly acquainted with One in 


Ten Thouſand of ſuch Men in the whole World: Ey what = 


right Rule then do's he paſs this ſevere Cenſure? Do's he judge 
only according to the Appearance of Things? If he dos, he 


_ tranſgreſſes| the Command of our Lord ſeſus Chriſt, who 


requires us to © judge not according to the Appearance, but ro 


> 


«© judge Righteous judgment. 


KRNecollection: True, and ſo do's every Man living. But 


how much Time muſt this be? Muſt it be ſo much as to 


> Bur they want Time of 


£ hinder frequent Communion, after th ey have * duly peepar'd 8 


and communicated? Then they are wicked Sinners indeed. But 
how comes he to know they are ſuch Sinners? Why, they go 


to Taverns and Coffee-Houſes, and earneſtly drive their Bar- 
ains there. What then? Are Sin and Wickedneſs ſo fatally . 


fix d to thoſe Houſes, that none can enter into em, but they 
muſt thereby ntteſſarily become finful or wicked Men? Or is 
in fo inſeparably annex d to driving of Bargains, that every 
Man who drives a Bargain, muſt be a Sinner ? If ſo, then away 
with all Humane Converſation and Commerce too. But this 
is to Oppoſe the wiſe Deſigns of Providence, and to run counter 


o , | : . 
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4 S. Fob. vi. 53. The Unbloody Sacrifice and Altar, þ. 422. 
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to that manifeſt Duty which is incumbent on Men as they fland 
related to one another. Theſe Things may be tranſacted with 
Piety towards God, and Juſtice and Charity towards Men; and 
this the Writer do's in effe& himſelf confeſs, when he ſays 
that they are obliged to ſuch Things,“ ot otherwiſe to neglect 


“their Vocation and Providing for their Families, which 


„ S. Paul fronounceth to be denying the Faith; and worſe 


e than in delity ;” for; it cannot be imagin'd that they are 


obliged to Intemperance againſt themſelves, Injuſtice or Un- 
_ Charitableneſs againſt their Neighbour , or Impiety againſt 
God, to follow their Vocations, and provide for their Fami- 


lies; and therefore, this Obligation vpon them binds them ro 
the Duties of Piety, Temperance, Juſtice and Charity in ſuch 


Tranſactions; and to judge that they do in Fact generally 
tranſgreſs thoſe Duties, when we cannot prove it upon them, 
is very unjuſt, uncharitable, and therefore unchriſtian. It re- 
mains therefore, that theſe Men may be in their neceſlarg 


Duty, when they run thus from the Exchange into Ciffee- Ho- 


Jes and Tavern: ; they may, and tis not to be doubted man 


bol them da, live ſuch Lives of Sobriety, Righteouſneſs and Gods = 
 linefs, as to keep their Thoughts within the Bounds of Recols 
lection, and their Lamps ſo trimm'd, as that there may be no 


freaſonable Objection againſt their daily Partäking of the Chri- 
ſtian Sacrifice : And then, as for the Fear of ſuch Mens con- 


temning it, &«. if ſo often admitted thereto, tis a falſe Fear, 


and has no Foundation; but the direct Contrary is true for the 
Reaſons I have given before, if we may believe ſuch Men to 
be Men of Conſcience and Religion, and to have any due Senſe 
of the Worth and Value of Spiritual Things, 


But this Writer ſeems to be infected with the too common 


Superſtition which mightily prevails in this Nation; which 


is, that if People do not go through the whole Courfe of EX. 

erciſes, enjoin d as a Week's P2eparation for receiving the 

Holy Sacrament, by ſome imprudent Books written to that Pur- 
Poſe by private Hands, they reckon themſelves unqualified to 


approach the Holy Altar: And from hence it comes to paſs, 


that Multitudes receive but very ſeldom, and others not ſo 
much as once in their whole Life. And I have obſerved, that 
Perſons [otherwiſe very ſenſible} endu'd with conſiderable 
Degrees of Knowledge, and who are conftant Attendants up- 
on the common Services of the Church, have been fo wretched- 
ly tainted with this ſort of Superſtition, that they would even 

' depart from the Monthly ay immediately after the com- 
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mon Service was over; becauſe they were interrupted, it may 
be, but one Day, | nay ſometimes but one Afternoon, in their 


Week's Preparation, by an innocent friendly Viſic , or by 


ſome neceſſary Avocation caus'd by their own lawful Calling, 

or other their lawful Affairs in the World. But if theſe Peo- 
pulwe would conſider, that our Lord inſtituted this dacrament, not 
bor Perſons in a State of Perfection, for there are none ſuch 
upon the Earth; but for Sinners, who want to be heal d of 


the Wounds their Souls have receiv'd by Sin; for imperfect, 
weak and indigent. Chriſtians, who want Supplies of the Gra- 


ces of God's Holy Spirit: Did they but duly. reflect, that tis 

neceſſary they ſhould receive it as often as may be, for the 
Pardon of their daily Sins, and the Strengthning of their Souls 
do run the Way of God's Commandments: Did they but ſe- 


riouſly bear in Mind, that every Duty requir'd of them for 


Preparation, is abſolutely neceſſary and incumbent on them, 
do qualify them for a right Diſcharge of their Duty of daily 
Prayer; they would ſoon get rid of this pernicious Piſtemper. 
Ihe Duties of Preparation are theſe; 1/, To examine them. 
ſelves whether they repent them truly of their former Sins, 
ſtedfaſtly purpoling to lead a new Life. And can any Man ac- 
ceptably approach God in Prayer without this?: 


_ 2dly, To have à lively Faith in God's Mercy thro' C ift. 
And is it not neceſſary we ſhould have this Faith when we 


pray? Certainly tis, becauſe tis oply God's Mercy, thro Chriſt, 
that accepts our Prayers. f eie Fox wes 2 


Zaly, To have a thankful 8 of Chriſt's Death. 


I his Duty of Thankfulneſs is alſo neceſſary in Prayer, be- 
cauſe the Ungrateful and Unthankful are not accepted with 
0 ne ag: Fer tas 


Ati, To be in Charity with all Men. Which is ſo neceſ- | 
ſary a Qualification for an acceptable Prayer, that without it 
we ſhall never receive from God the Pardon of our Sins, and 


conſequently none of the Graces of his Holy Spirit. 


And ther efore let no devout Soul, who is thus qualified, be | 


affrighted from the Altar of God; but notwithſtanding his ma- 
ny unwilling Imperfections, [ which here, and here only are to 


be cured, } ſet him with humble Confidence approach this 


Throne of Grace, as often as Fine he can; remembring the 


mighty Encouragement which the Holy Ghoft has given him, 


in his Deſcription of the gracious and merciful Diſpoſition ot 
dur Lord Jeſus Chriſt, our Mediator and Advocate with God the 


„% , s 5 
Father, ſaying, A bruiſed Reed fhall he not break, 
* and the ſmoaking Flax ſhall he not quench. Ihe 
© bruiſed Reed is the weak infirm Man who has finned ; the 
© ſmoaking Flax is the ſame Man in whom Grace is decay d, 
s bur yet not deſperately, ar irrecoverably gone out, ſome 
“% Iparks of Good — ſtill left in him. — Chriſt s not 


„ breaking the bruiſed Reed, ſigniſies his great Mercy and Kind- 
4 nefs, in repairing and curing the bruiſed Weakling; and ſo, 
his v quenching the ſmoaking Flax, is, his enlivening, quick- 
ning, enflaming that Fire or Spark of Grace or Goodneſs 

*-whach was almoſt quench de. * 


. X. Our Letter-Writer, in his ninth Page, ſays, We 
„ muſt take Care to diſtinguiſh betwixt the Letter and the 
„Spirit, chat is, as he in the followin Pages ſignifies, the 
outward and inward Parts of Chriſtian Inſtitutions.— Ihe 
firſt Text he produces is 2 Cr. iii. 6, © God hath made us 
able Miniſters of the New Teſtament, not of the Letter, 


but of the Spirit: For the Letter killeth, but the Spirit : 


_ © giveth Life: And in the following Words applies this to 
the outward Inflitutions : And fo, according to this Way of ap- 

plying, the Apoſtle is made to ſay, that he and the reſt of the 

Apoſtles were not made Minifters of the outward Inſtitutions 


ql Chriſtianity, which is Rank Qualeriſm; and conſequently, 
| how reaſonable tis to believe, that the Orthodox Mr. Leſlic 


could be the Author of it, who has vigorouſly,and to very good 
Effect, oppos'd this very dangerous Principle of the Quader, 


let all the World judge. But this comes of noc duly attending . | 


to the Scope of the ſacred Text, but taking any Words we find 
in Holy Scripture, that at firſt Sight may ſeem to ſerve our 
Turn. Our Writer is mightily miſtaken, if he thinks this Paſ. 


ſage to his Purpoſe. For the Letter here ſpoken of, is the 


Dos Moſes, as is manifeſt from the Conrext immediately | 


following, viz. the ſeventh, ninth and eleventh Verſes, where 


this which the Apoſtle calls the Letter, is call'd © the Mini- 
* ſtration of Death, written and engraven in Stones ; ſaid to be ſo 


glorious, ** that the Children of j-xel could not ſtedfaſtly be- Cy 


d hold the Face of Maſes;" 'Tis alſo call'd there, “the Mini- 
& ftration of Condemnation.” And © that which is done 
© away,” which is plainly the Law of Moſes, and that is the 
Letter; of which God did not make the Apoſtles Miniſters, 


a. 


a. xlii. 3. and S. Math. xii. 20. Hammond. * 
N "2 I becauſe, 


may inſinuate to the contrary. | 


TW} 


becauſe, that Letter killech. So again, the i@pirit here ſpo- 
ken of, is the whole Chriſtian Religion, call'd the New Teſta- 
ment or Covenant, whereof God made the Apoſtles Minifters ; 


and their Miniſtting the ſame to Mankind is by S. Pal call'd 


** the Ainiſtration of the Spirit, the Miniſtration of Righteouſ- 
„ neſs; and this Diſpenſation of Religion is alſo call' 
„ which remaixeth , by way of Antitheſis to © that which is 
„ done anay;” as is evident from the ſixth, eighth, ninth, and 
_ eleventh Verſes of that Chapter. So that, the genuine Senſe of 
the Apoſtle is notoriouſly ſeen to be this; God hath made ves 
able Miniſters of the New Teſtament, [or Covenant] not of 

the Letter, [the Law of Aoſes} but of the Spirit; [the whole 

— Chriſtian Lawhfor the Letter, the Law of Afoſes killeth ; but 
the Spirit, the Chriſtian Law, giveth Life. And what is all 

this ro the Purpoſe, for which our Writer brings this Text? 

Alte not the outward Parts of the Chriſtian Inſtitutions, Parts 
of the Law of Chriſtianity ? Certainly they are. And do's not 

the Miniſtration of theſe outward Parts give Life? Yes it do's, 

zs we ſhall ſee preſently from Mr, Leſtie s excellent Works, 
how much ſoever this Writer, who pretends to perſonate him, 


, That 


g. NI. In his 1 Page he profecutes this Matter, and 
ſays, The Truth, the Reality is in the Spirit, which is only 
figur d in the outward Inſtitutions. This is alſo a falſe 

Principle, advanc'd by the Fanaticts , who have taught, that 
the outward Inſtitutions are only. Figures of the ſpiritual 


Graces : But the Orthodox Mr. Leflie knows, and has taught 
excellemly well, that they are not only Figures, but alſo Con- 


| veyers of the ſpiritual Graces , which is infinitely more than 
being only Figures. And here too our Writer miſapplies the 
_ Texr of Holy Scripture, to eftabliſh the Fanatical Principle. 


His Text is Kcm il. 28, 29. © He is not a Few who is one 


d outwardly ; neither is that Circumciſion which is ourward 
in the Fleſh,” Cc. Where S. Paul is proving the Righteouſ- 
neſs and Goodneſs of God, in calling the Gentiles, who had nor 


received Circumciſion, into the Church of Chriſt: His whole 


Argument runs againſt the ent, and the Moſaical Law where- 


in they truſted, and which was done away in Chriſt; and 
there is not one Word in all the Chapter that has the leaſt Aſ- 
pect to any one of the ourward Inſtitutions of the Chriſtian 
Religion. So vretchedly is the Scripture abuſed by this Wri- 

n ä ELIE 2 4 ter; 


Fer ; as any Perſon of judgment may ſee, by peruſing the 
aſſage, and obſerving the whole Scope of that Chapter. 


- 28 * XII. In the ſame Pa e he quotes 8. Peter, 1 Epift. iii. 21, 
and fa 


YS, * Baptiſm is ca ed a Figure, not the puttin away i 


the Filth of the Fleſh, but the Anſwer of a good Conſci- 
„ ence towards God. — Not the outward Baptiſm or 


„ Waſhi 


ng of the Skin, but the inward Baptiſm or Cleanſing of 


e the Heart, of which [ſays our Writer] the outward Baptiſm 


is but a Figure; which is another-Miſinterpretation of | 


Holy Scripture. For, the Apoſtle ſpeaking of the Ark, [wer/.20. To 


* wherein few, that is, eight Perſons were ſaved by, [or thro 
“ the] Water,” ſays, [not © the like Figure whercuno,” as in 
our Engliſh Tranſlation, but] as in the Original [ 4r7iruro] 
„the Antitype whereof, Cor the Antitype correſponding 
© whereunto] Baptiſm,doth now alſo ſave us, (not the putting 


«away of the Filth of the Fleſn, but the Anſwer of a good 
©. Confeience. towards God) by the Reſurrection of Je i 
. © Chriſt,” [ verſ. 21.] In all which tis plain, the Apoſtle no- 


where call's Baptiſm a Figure ;* but the Antitppe of the 


Ark, that is, the Thing which was before typified by the Ark 


in the Water, wherein Men were -preſerv'd from Drowning. 


| | 8 
So rhat, the outward Baptiſm is by S. Peter declar d to be the 


Subſtance, which was prefigured by the Type of the Ark in the 


Water. The Apoſtle ſays expreſly, that this“ Baptiſm dos 
„ now alſo ſave us.“ This is very ſtrongly affirm d by him, 
Ithat is, as the Ark fav'd the Perſons in it from periſhing; ſo 
_ do's Baptiſm now ſave us. The Ark did really fave them, — — 


| Baptiſm do's really fave us. This is the true Senſe of the A- : 


poſtle]: and therefore, if any Words following ſeem to contra- 


dict this his ſtrong Affirmation, they muſt not be underſtood in 
their ſtricteſt, but in a qualified Senſe; for, it cannot be al- 


low d, that the inſpir d Apoſtle teaches direc Contradictions ; 
and therefore, the immediately following Words, not the 
putting away cf the Filth of the Fl 


e of a good Conſcience towards Go 


. | C7 0” 
d,“ cannot ſignify that 


the outward Baptiſm+do's not ſave us for that would be a 
direct Contradiction to what the Apoſtle ſaid juſt before; but 
it means, that the outward Baptiſm alone do's not fave us, 


without the Anſwer of a good Conſcience towards God join'd 
therewith. And then the juſt Paraphraſe upon this Text will 


be thus: As eight Perſons were fav'd in the Ark from pe- 


P 
-: Tiſhing ; ſo Baptiſm, prefigur'd thereby, dos now fave us ;(not | 
e | | «© Baptiſm 


| eſh. but the Anſwer 5 : 
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* Baptiſm alone by itſelf, but alſo the Anſwer of a good Con- 
„ ſcience towards God join'd therewith ) by the Reſurrec- 
„ tion of Jeſus Chriſt.” Here we ſee, that the Apoſtle is ſo 
far from calling Baptiſm *©* biit a Figure, that he makes it 
to be the Subſtance of a former Figure or Type, and affirms, 
that it is a Means of our Salvation, as the Ark was of their 
being ſavd who were in it; which is infinitely more than but 
à Figure, as our Writer moſt unaccountably calls it. 
S . XIII. He runs upon the ſame Strain again in his 7b 
and 1800 Pages thus; © As the outward Sacraments of the 
w and the Goſpel, Circumeiſion and Baptiſm , were 


** not inſtituted for their own ſake, but to denote the inward 


and ſpiritual Meaning of them; this, taken with what he 

| ſaid before when he call'd Baptiſm “ but a Figure, makes 

_ theſe outward Sacraments to be inſtituted for nothing elſe but 
do denote or fienify the inward or ſpiritual Meaning of them, 
- Which is a groſs Error. So again, © as the Sacrifices under 


"ad | 


S the Law were only typical of the only true and real Sacri- 
© fire of Chriſt, which alone could rake away Sin; fo the In- 
e ſtitution of the Lord's Supper was figurative too of the 
I ſpiritual Nouri ſhment of our Souls, Cc. This again is falſe; 
for, if we ſhould allow the firſt Part of his Propoſition to be 
true, that the Legal Sacrifices were only typical, then the latter 
Part of his Propofition , © Do the Inſtitution of the Lord's 

© Supper was figurative too; will make the Lord's Supper 
do de only figurative: For, according to him, as the firſt were 
_ only typical , fo this was figurative foo , char is, figu'a- 
tive only; otherwiſe it could not be fo as the other. And at 
this rate, he makes both the Sacraments of the Chriſtian 
Church to be © but Figures, contrary to the Doctrine of 
the Church of England, who teaches that they are not only 
d outnard viſ/ible Sans, or Figures, of inward ſpiritual Graces, 
dut alſo Means whereby we receive thoſe Graces, and Pled- 


ges to aſſure us of them. 


* . 


But further, our Writer is under a Miſtake, at leaſt, when = 
he fays, that the Sacrifices under the Law were only typical; 
for, S. Paul tells us, that under the Law, © the Blood of Bulls and 


Hol Goats, and the Aſhes of an Heifer, ſprinkling the Unclean, 
* ſanctifieth to the Purifying of the Fleth:” * And-taar ** al- 


— 
— 77 
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: the middle of the 19th, he 
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T moſt all things are by the Law purged with Bl 00 d: 55 1 


Whereby tis manifeſt, there was more than meer Type, even 


in thoſe Sacrifices ; God gave them an Inſtituted Power and 

Virtue, to purify and ſanity in an inferior and lower Degree. 
But I need not dwell long here, -- this being ſufficient to ſhew 
the Hurry and Confuſion the Penman was in, when he wrote 


this Letter, 2 
0 6. XIV. | In the following 


For there he ſpeaks of God's Ondaining * ourward Mans, 


hereby we receive Spiritual Benefits; and preſſes the 
Obſervance of them with very good Arguments. But abour 
the middle of the 19th Page, we find him relapſing into the 
' Confuſion he was in before, and thereby involving himſelf in 
direct Contradictions : © They are (ſays he) but rhe Letter, 
or Outward Body of _—_— and Page the 2cth he calls 


E 


0 the Shell; yer he pre 


Dignity which the Divine Inſtitutor conferrd on them: For, 


be made the Bread and Cup to be his Body and Blood in full 
Virtue and Power, and ſanctified Water to the myſtical Waſh. 
ing away of Sin: He gave it a Regenerating Quality, by the | 

Operation of the Holy Ghoſt : And therefore theſe Sacraments 


are infinitely more than Shells, Letters and Figures. 


But cur Author, notwithſtanding all that he has ſaid for the Ob- 


ſervance of them, returns again to his Inconſiſtencies and Con- 
traditions, and, like a Man in perfect Confuſion about the Sub- 


ject he is writing upon, leaves it at laſt upon his Reader's 
Mind, page 35. That“ the Outward Inſtitution itſelf is but 


* a Figure of che True, which is the Spirit that only giverh 


«© Life. Thus, with our Writer, the Outward Inſtitutions of 


the Chriſtian Religion are no more than Figures. And now 


let us ſee how well he perſonates the Reverend Mr. Leſlie in 


this Fanatical Principle alſo. 


A 


Ald 
* 


bid. Verl. 22. 


Paragraph, pag. 18. and on to 
ems to be recovering himſelf : 


to the preſerving of this She, 
and the not ſeparating of this Body from the Soul of Rel- 
gion: But this is no more than what many of our Fanaticks 
will do; allow em that the Sacraments are but Figures; 
Ihat the Reality is“ only figur d in the Outward Inſtitutions; 
That theſe are but the Letter ;” That they are © the Shell; 
and they will urge the Obfervance of them too: But Nil] the 
Sacraments are depreciated ; they are brought down below that 


"3 Iv; 


ao 


. XV. That ingenious Writer, in his Diſpute with the 
Quakers, ſays, '** As it was under the Law, the Outward was 


_ ©, Ordain'd as à Peans whereby we are made Partakers of 


„ the Inward *) 1.11 


o that, according to Mr. Leſlie, even the Moſaic Inflitutions 


were more than typical only; they were means of Spiritual 
| Benefits, contrary to this Writer's Notion. Again, Mr. Leſlie 
tells the Quakers, Let it be minded, that the Ark is put only 


« as a Lype of Baptiſm ; therefore Bapriſm is the more 


_ © worthy and-more-neceſlary.” ? This confirms my Obſerva- 
tion againſt our Letter-Writer, §. XII. where I ſhew'd, that 


mere than m ds 3 dr 0 bi 

 _ Further, ſpeaking to them of Baptiſm and the Lord's Sup - 
per, Mr. Leſlie ſays, God has ordain'd that his Gifts and Gra- 
E ces ſhall be convey d to us by Outward Signs and Mrans.” : 
This makes them to be more than but a-Figure, and but the 


Baptiſm, is the Subſtance prefigur d by the Ark; and that it is 


| Letter, A little lower he fas, “ The Spittle of Chrift, and 


© what they are; he ſai 


c the Clay, the Waters of Siloam, and Betheſda, and the Bras 
c zen Serpent, had as g2eat Uirtue to cure, when they were 
„ appointed by God, as Bꝛead has ta nourtſh ; and the 
* Utrtue came as much from them, as it dos from the Bread 

cc in our daily Food. Now, if the Brazen Serpent - had 
c Uirtue to cure the Body, ſhall we deny that the Bread which 
* Chriſt bleſſed for the Remiſſion of Sin, has Uirtue to work 

ct that Effect? He whoſe ſingle Fiat made the Worlds, ane 
„ whoſe Influence gives _ to all things, and makes them 

_ of that Bleſſed Bread, This is my 
__ <© Wodp. And his Holy Apoſtle faid of it, The Bread which 


de we break, is it not the Communion of the Body of 
* Chit? And do we doubt how if wozks this Effect? Dare 


8 we rejed it, becauſe it ſeems ſtrange to us how it ſhou'd 
& work this Effect, who know as little how our daily Bread 

„ do's nouriſh our Bodies?* * Thus the Excellent Mr. Leſlie 
teaches, that the Sacrament of the Euchariſt is much more 
than but a Figure; it has a Spiritual Uirtue: Tis the Como 


munion of the Body of Chziſt, and has Virtue ro wozk the 
glorious Effect of Remiſſion of Sins. | 5 


— — — 1 


: Divine Inſtitution of Water-Baptiſin, Ouarte, pag. 34. 
1 Ibid. Pag. 36, 57. * Thee... 


- —_ „ * 


1 
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In his Rehearſal *, © The Water of Baptiſm is moze than a 


© Dign; it is the Means appointed, by which what is cove- 
4 nanted is really convey'd, and puts us in poſſeſſion of it. 
„ This the Article calls Regeneration, or New Birth ; and this 
e the Presbyterians call the Exploded Doctrine. 


do again of Baptiſm, he argues with the Quakers, thusz 
Do we object our Ignorance, how a Man can be bozn of 
„Mater and the Spirit, &c? A few Pages farther, ſays he, 

I deſire theſe to conſider the great Neceſſity there is for 
„ Water-Baptiſm; becauſe it is Ordain'd as the ' 
 _ *< whereby the Inward Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt is given.”- 
_ « Chriſt having appointed this as the Means, you ſee what 
© Streſs he lays upon it, and how neceſſary he makes it,F0.iii.5.” 
Soc in another place #, When God has appointed the Peans 
of Baptiſm by his Son, &'c.” And * as the Spirit of God 
( moved at firſt upon the Face of the Waters, Cc. why ſhould 
we doubt that the ſame Spirit can and will ſanctify the 
„ Maters of Baptiſm, to the Myſtical waſhing away of 
„Sin, having the poſitive Inſtitution and Promiſe of Chriſt 
„ for it?” I might produce more to this purpoſe; but thefe 
are ſufficient to prove, that the Reverend and Orthodox 
Mir. Leſlie do's alſo hold, That Baptiſm is more than“ but a 1 
Figure; that it is, a Means of our Second Birth; That, it is 
à Peans of our Baptiſm by the Holy Ghoſt ; that, by this 
Peans the Inward Baptiſm ts given; and that the Baptiſmal 
Mater has (by the Holy Ghoſt) a Power and Virtue to the 
Myſtical waſhing away of Sin. And thus I think I have vin- 


Means 


dicated this excellent Perſon, from the Imputation of Debaſin 


dhe Chriſtian Sacraments, [by giving em the Name of but Fi- 
gures, but the Letter, and only Figurative, and Shells, ] 
which he might have fall'n under, thro the Inadvertency, 

Haſte, and Hurry of the Letter-Writer, who preſumes to malʒle 

8 * his Name, to Father ſuch undigeſted Notions as 


: — 4 * 1 „ 
— — wy A n ten. th. n 2 — _ — 


— 


Vol. IV. Ne 23. 6. 7, 8. N 

Divine Inſtitution of Water -Baptiſm, Quarto, p-. 57. 
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6. XV. That ingenious Writer, in his Diſpute with the 
Quakers, ſays, As it was under the Law, the Outward was 
_ ©, Ordaind as à Peans whereby we are made Partakers of 


„ the Inward ”*) 


= 


EY 


1 at 
* 4 


So that, according to Mr. Leſlie, even the Moſair Inſtitutions 


| were more than typital only ; they were means of Spiritual 
Benefits, contrary to this Writer's Notion. Again, Mr. Leſlie 


tells the Quakers, (Let it be minded, that the Ark is put only | 


e Type of Baptiſm ; theretore Baptiſm is the more 
cc worthy and more neceſſary. This confirms my Obſerva- 


tion againſt our Letter- Writer, F. XII. where I ſhew'd, that 
' Baptiſm is the Subſtance prefigur d by the Ark; and that it is 
Further, ſpeaking to them of Baptiſm and the Lord's Sup- 
- Per, Mr. Leſlie ſays, 8 God has ordain d that his Gifts and Gra- 


EO * ces ſhall be convey d to us by Outward Signs and Means.“ " 


This makes them to be more than but a-Figure, and but the 


Letter. A little lower he fays,.* The Spittle of Chriſt, and 


«© the Clay, the Waters of Siloam, and Betheſda, and the Bra- 


* zen Serpent, had as g2eat Uirtue to cure, when they were 


4 appointed by God, as 1B2ead has ta nouriſh ;/ and the 
« Girtue came as much from them, av it do's from the Bea! 
cc in our daily Food. Now, if the Brazen Serpent .-. had 


 « Mirtue to cure the Body, ſnall we deny that the Bread which 

* Chriſt bleſſed for the Remiſſion of Sin, has Uirtue to work 

© that Effect? He whoſe ſingle Fiat made the Worlds, and 
© whoſe Influence gives ee to all things, and makes them 

“ what they are; he ſai | a0, 

„ Boby. And his Holy Apoſtle faid of it, The Bread which 


© we break, is it not the Communion of the Body of 


„ Chriſt? And do we doubt how it wozks this Effect? Dare 
8 ve reject it, becauſe it ſeems ſtrange to us how it ſhou'd 
& work this Effect, who know as little how our daily Bread | 
̃4 do's nouriſh our Bodies?* ” Thus the Excellent Mr. Leſlie = 

teaches, that the Sacrament of the Euchariſt is much more 


than but a Figure; it has a Spiritual Uirtue : Tis the Com? 


munion of the Body of Chzift, and has Uiirtue ro wozk the 
glorious Effect of Remiſhon of Sins. 21 


* 1 Ws 
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EN. Divine Iuſtitution of Water-Baptiſin, Duartos pag. 34. 


ww 28 


In 


„ Wh ETC Tn, 


06; 


„Mater and the Spirit 


3 Vol IV. Ne 18 9.7, 8 5 e | 
Divine Inſtitution of Water-Baptiſm, Quarto, p. 57. 
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In his Rehearſal *, “ The Water of Baptiſm is moze than a 

„ Hign; it is the Means appointed, by which what is cove- | 
“ nanted is really convep'd, and puts us in poſſeſſion of it. 

* This the Article calls Regeneration, or New Birth ; and this 


te the Presbyterians call the xploded Dottrinmeee.. 
So again of Baptiſm, he argues with the Quakers, thus: 
Do we object our Ignorance, how a Man can be bozn x 


Cc A few Pages farther,” ſays he, 


* ] deſire theſe to conſider the great Neceſlity there is for 
„ Water-Baptiſm ; becauſe it is Ordain'd as the Peans 
_« whereby the Inward Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt is given.“- 
* Chriſt having appointed this as the Means, you ſee what 
« Streſs he lays upon it, and how neceſſary he makes it, 90. iii.5. 


So in another place +, When God has appointed the Peans = 


of Baptiſm by his Son, &c.” And © as the Spirit of God 
moved at firſt upon the Face of the Waters, Cc. why ſhould 


we doubt that the ſame Spirit can and will fanftify the 

* Waters of Baptiſm, to the Myſtical waſhing away of 
„ Sin, having the poſitive Inſtitution and Promiſe of Chriſt | 1 
F for it? I might produce more to this purpoſe; but theſe 
are ſufficient to prove, that the Reverend and Orthodox 
Mr. Leſlie do's alſo hold, That Baptiſm is more than © but a 


Figure; that it is, a Means of our Second Birth; That, it is 

à Peans of our Baptiſm by the Holy Ghoſt ; that, by this 
Means the Inward Baptiſm is given; and that the Baptiſmal 
MQuater has (by the Holy Ghoſt) a Power and Virtue to the 
MM,yſtical waſhing away of Sin. And thus I think I have vin- 
dicated this excellent Perſon, from the Imputation of Debaſing 
the Chriſtian Sacraments, [ by giving em the Name of but Fi- 
gures, but the Letter, and only Figurative, and Shells, 
which he might have fall'n under, thro the Inadvertency, 

_ Haſte, and Hurry of the Letter-Writer, who preſumes to make | 
* his Name, to Father ſuch undigeſted Notions as 
5 M ͤ X „„ 
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be © by clear and undou 
mw are,” ſays he, 


are Revea!'d, ” referr to the Judgments of Go 


T0361 


EZ | N XVI. The Writer of the Letter, Page 12. lays down 
ol 


ule to determine what is Sin ; and teaches, that this muſt 
ted Authority, which the criptures 


gain, in his 13th Page, he ſays, “We muſt referr [the 


Fathers] as they referred themſelves, to the Holy Scriptures, 
as the guly ſare Rule.” And in his 24th Page, he quotes 
Dent. xxix. 29. The Secret Things belong unto the Lord our 
„ God; but thoſe Things which are Reveal'd [in the Scrip- 
_ ©© tures] ſays he, and fo adds to the Text, belong unto us, 
© and to our Children for ever, that we may do all the Words 
Jof this Law.“ Upon which He remarks, © Here was their 
whole Duty, and they were not to add to it, or diminiſh 
J from-it, Chap. iv. 2. which ſhews the Rule to be compleat 
r oor eee os 


| Before I bring in Mr. Leſlie's Anſwer to all this, I muſt ob- 
fſerve, that oor W | 
li and Chap. iv. 2. will not ſerve his Purpoſe, to prove, that 
jt! Scriptbre is the only ſure Rule to us Chriſtians. And the 
Reaſons why they will not, are tbeſe. 
Flirt, Becauſe the ( Secret Thing. 
Xxix. 29. are the Secret Sins ſpoken of in this Book, particu- 
larly in the 25th, and this Chapter; viz, among others, the 


Vriter's quoting this Text of Deut. xxix. 27. 


in the Lem bf Dine. 


Sins of ſetting up an Image to worſhip it in a ſecret Place; of 


ſmiting his Neighbour ſecretly ; * and Sins of Uncleannefs, and 


the like: Alſo the Sinner's Bleffing “ himſelf in his Heart, 


„ faying, I ſhall have Peace, tho' I walk in the Imagination 
© of mine Heart, Chap. xxix.' 19. For the ſake of theſe, and 
other ſuch- like hidden Sins, Moſes puts them in mind, That 
v the Secret Things belong unto the Lord our God ©; that is, 
their Secret Sins are open and manifeſt to him; they cannot 
de hid from him, and he will certainly viſit them with his 
OTE: Judgments. _ ö Oe. ee, Fog (og 


© Secondly, The Words of the Text, © Thoſe Things which 
reveal d 
and denounc'd by Moſes againſt Sinners, particularly in this 


and the 2$th Chapter, as well as in other places of this Book: 
For, ſays Myoſes, immediately after the foregoing Words; 


, "_ 1 


— — 
— »DU—Dſ Pů 


— 


* 1 Chap. xxvii. 15, 24. 


But 


1 


ut thoſe Things which are Reveal'd, belong unto us, and 


eto our Children, for ever, that we may do all the Words 


F of this Law.” The Things Reveald are here made the 


Motive, the Argument to them, and their Children, to oblige. 

them to do all the Words of the Law; and that Motive, that 
Argument, was given em by Maſes in the 23th, and this Chapter, 

immediately before the Words of our Text; wherein he at 


large denounces the judgments of God againſt their Departing 


from bis Law: And therefore, the Judgments of God againſt 
them for Breaking his Law, are the Things Reveald which 


belong d unto them, and to their Children for ever, that they 
might do all the Words of the Law. So that, the Purport of 
this Text, as utter d by Moſes to that Stubborn People, is, 
Ihe Secret Things, the Private hidden Sins, againſt which 

L have forewarnd you, are manifeſt and open to the Eyes of 


© God: But his dreadful Judgments, which you have heard de- 
6 nounc d, and have been reveal d to us by God's Command, 


_ ©. againſt our departing from his Law, belong to us, and to our 
Children, for ever, as ſtanding Arguments and convincing 


_ ©. Reaſons, to oblige us to do all the Words of this Law. 


© » Thirdly, The Words in Det. iv. 2. are theſe in our Exgliſh b a 
Tranſlation; “ Ye ſhall not add unto the Word which I com- 
mand you, neither ſhall you diminiſh ought from it. 


This was ſpoken by doſes to the Fews, to oblige them to a 


ſtrict Adherence to that Law. which God commanded him to 
deliver to that People; and more particularly, that they ſhould } 
not Break that Law, by falling into Idolatry, as is plain from 
the Context immediately following this Fzohibition, verſ. 3. 

„ Your Eyes have ſeen what the Lord did, becauſe of Baal - 

% Peor : For all the Men that followed Baal- Peor, the Lord 

8 thy God hath deſtroyed them from among you.” So again, 

when Moſes repeated this Prohibition, he firſt warns them, 


Y 


againſt this particular Sin ſaying, © Thou ſhalt nor do ſo unto 1 


the Lord thy God, Oc. And then immediately, © What 


thing ſoever I command you, obſerve to do it: Thou ſhalt | 
e not add thereto, nor diminiſh from it.” And then again 


warns them againſt Idolatry in the Words next following.“ 
To which Sin that People was extreamly addicted; and there- 
fore Moſes requir'd them ſtrictly to keep cloſe to their Law, 


which was impos d upon them, to preſerve them from that 
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Dent. xii. two laſt Verſes, and Chap. xiii. ver{, 1. 
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| dreadful Sin; and that therefore they ſhould diminiſh nothing 
from it, leſt by degrees they ſhould omit the whole, and ſo 


return to Idolatry: And they were requir'd alſo to add riothing, 


for fear they might fancy in time, that Idolatry and the Moſaic 
Law might, in Practice, be conſiſtent with one another; and ſo 
fall into Idolatry, with the Obſervance or Practice of the Ce- 
remonial Law. But do's it from hence, [ 1 ſay, from this Pro- 
Hibinion] follow, that it was unlawful for the Jews to add any | 
| thing at all in Religion? No certainly; for tis plain, they did 
afterwards add. For Solomon built anotherAltar, by reaſon of the 
Multitude of the Sacrifices, 1 Kings viii. and in the Books of 
Eſther, Fadith, and the Maccabees, we find Feſtivals appointed; 
which were Additions in Matters of Religion; and yet this Pre- 
hibition was not broken, becauſe they were not contrary to 
the Law. And indeed, this Text in Moſes did not prohibit 
them from all Additions ; for in the Original it ſtands thus, 
1 contrary, againſt, 


Ve ſhall not add [ Hy contra or adverſus 
Oppoſition to, the Word which 


this to 


— 


command you; as 
the ſame Hebrew Word [ al} is tranſlated in Pſal. ii. 2. and 
Numb. xiv. 2. and other Places. -- So that, the Additions here 
forbidden, were ſuch as oppoſed, or were contrary to, the Law of 
Moſes, as Idolatry moſt certainly was. And now, what are 
; theſe two Texts to the Purpoſe, for proving to Chriſtians, that 
Scripture alone is a ſure Rule? They were addreſs d to the 
Fes; the one to put em in Mind of the Judgments of God, 
reveal and denounc'd againſt their breaking the Moſaic Law, 
do keep em to the Obſervance of that Law; the other prohibit= 
ing them to add any thing contrary to that Law , to 238 25 
them from Idolatry: What is the Conſequence of al 
our Writer's Purpoſe ? Can any thing from hence be inferrd 
relating to a written Law for Chriſtians; tis utterly foreign to 
any ſuch Matter: There is nothing in theſe two Texts, either 
ſeparately or jointly conſider'd, that points at any Rule whe- 
ther written or unwritten, perte& or imperfect, for the deter- 
mining of Chriſtian Faith or Practice. And that they inferr 
nothing of a written Rule, is farther confirm'd from this Ob- 
OM. 2505 Ree Es Pe SEE. 
 _ 4thly, That theſe Texts [as cited alone by the Author] do 
not in the leaſt prove, that the whole reveal'd Will of God, de- 
Tiver'd by Moſes to the ems, was a waitten Law; and con- 
ſequently , if any thing from theſe Texts could be inferrd to 
God's reveal'd Will — 8 the Chriſtian Diſpenſation, it would 
not prove, that this Will muſt all of it be neceſſarily in facred 


— 


* 


g 
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1 ; and therefore, the Moſaic Texts, quoted by the Let- 
ter-Writer , do not prove, that the Uritings: of the New 
Teſtament are the only ſure Rule; Be they what they will, 
this Letter-Writer's Way is no Method at all, to prove them _ 
the e e wn, fg 
And now let us ſee what the Reverend and Orthodox Mr. 
Leſlie ſays: Whether he do's not referr to ſome other Rule 


beſides this of the Holy Scripture : I have obſerv'd before in 
my viiith Section, that he do's; and for the Conviction of the' 
| Tetter-Writer, I muſt once more produce what he ſays; and. 


tis this, ſpeaking of Epiſcopacy, he affirms, ( If this had not 


been mention'd in Scripture , the Government of the 
“Churches every where in the Apoſtolical Times , and thoſe 
4 ſucceeding, is a full P2of of the Jnffitution.” * Here is a 


Suppoſition of a Divine Jnffitution, and of a full Pt 
for it, even if it had not been mentioned in Scripture, 
The Terms are ſtrong ; there's a full P2oof, he ſays; therefore: 
the Rule is compleat and perfect; otherwiſe the P2oof can- 


not be full. But what is this full P2oof 2 Mr. Leſlie ſays, 
„is the Government of the Churches every where in 


the Apoſtolical Times, and thoſe ſucceeding, This is ſup» 


pos d not to be mention d in Scripture : How then can we know ﬀ|_ 


of this uninterrupted Government? The Anſwer is very eaſy; 7 
Tis attainable no otherwiſe, than by the conſtant Tradition of 


the Univerſal Church from the Beginning. This is Mr. Le- 


ſlie's compleat and perfect Rule, whereby we have a full P 
of Epiſcopacy, even tho' Scripture had been perfectly ſilent a- 
bout it. And from hence tis as demonſtrable, as any Propo- 
ſition in Euclid, that Mr. Leſlie has taught, there is a perfect 
Rule, diſtin& from the Rule of Holy ee and conſe= 
quent ly, that Holy Scripture is not the only ſure Rule, which 
is directly oppoſite to our Letter-Writer's Aſſertion. 


I will give but one Inſtance more: That Reverend Perſon : 


teaches us, rhat ** there is no Command for keeping the firſt. 
« Day of the Week as a Sabbath; the Authoaity of the 


Church muſt come in here, * --- And there is nothing | 
kor that Day but the Authozity of the Church. * Here 


we have another Inſtitution, which Mr. Leſlie tells us there is 
no Command li. e. of Scripture] for 3 that there is nothing LE, 


** 


Koebearſal, Vol. ij. No 31. Sed. 6. > Rehearſal, Vol. iv. N- 27, 
ect.. 5 ld. Vol. iv. Ne 28. 8. 1. 8 


for 


— dM. "- < va. 
\ > 


* —_— - EM . — — > ons 
— — — — 8 3 — 8 L OI — — 3 
* ——— 2 l w Wine <-> ASS — ** 


7 1 1 5 
— — — — ——— 4 ——t ve 


2 — r — 
Ab. =. > — * a 


— — 


= — * WV * , . . 
— 2 — ä * 33 2 4 5 
n wha a : « Mats ae — — 
. . * 
R . 4 
J 4 


bor this Inſtitution, bo the © Authozity of the Chur 
e the Authority of the Church he means the Evidence or Te- 
ſtimony of the Church; and ſo. owns another Rule beſides 


i as oppoſite to one another as the Amipodes are. 


OVERT 
———ꝓ—̃ — — 
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„ 


that of Holy Scripture, -- More Inſtances might be added, but 


theſe are ſufficient to ſhew, that the Reverend and Orthodox 
Nr. Leſlie is not the fame with our Lettet- Writer. For, Mr. 
Teſlie evidently teaches, by the above two Inſtances, that there 
is clear and undoubted Authority, beſides that of the Scripture; 
but this Writer affirms, that the Scriptures only are ſo; which 


* * 


5 FC. XVII. Having prov'd againſt this Writer, that he miſre- 


preſents Mr. Leſlie, when in his Name he runs out againſt A- 
poſtolical Tradition, the Works of the Fathers, Dally Com- 
munion, the Outward Inſtitutions of Chriſtianity 4 and the Te- 
ſtimony of the Univerſal Church of Chriſt, &c. I proceed 

net to vindicate that Reverend Perſon, from the Diſreputation 
rhe Lerter-Writer would bring upon him, by making him give 
ga falſe Rule, for the Diſcovery. of what things are forbidden 
by God in Holy Scripture, The Writer's Rule is this, Page 23. 
I That where the Scripture is ſilent, tis a Prohibition, © it being 
s the frequent Style of God in Scripture, Mhich J command- 

E ed not, being equivalent to Which J fozbid. The firſt 
llanſtance he brings to prove this is thus; This was the ſtrange 
Fire which Nadab and Abibu offer d, for which there went , 


out Fire from the Lord and devourd them. And why was 


it ſtrange Fire? Becauſe God had not commanded it. Thus 


the Letter-Writer, Here the Ignorant, upon the Credit of 


Mr. Leſlie's Name, will be apt to think that the-Scripture was 
ſilent about this Matter, of what Fire was to be offer d before 
the Tord. But tis a very great Miſtake, the Scripture is not 
filent; for in the firſt place,God had appointed concerning the 
 facred Fire, faying, * The Fire upon the Altar ſhall be burn- | 
e ingin it; it ſhall not be put our,” —— The Fire ſhall ever 


© he burning upon the Altar: It ſhall never go out. 


24d], The Burnt-Offerings and Peace-Offerings, and the Frank- 
. incenſe, were to be offer d with this Fire. + And the Prieſt 
was to * take a Cenſer full of burning Coals of Fire from off | 


* the Altar befoze the L od, and to pur the Incenſe upon this 


—_ 1 6 
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© Reheayſa!, Vol. iu. N* 4. Sect. 3. Levit. K. 1, 2 
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cred Fire; and therefore [which he commanded them not] is 


_ 


Fire: * And therefore, becauſe Nadab and Abihbn did not take 


of this inſtituted facred Fire, but common unhallowed Fire 
tis called ſtrange Fire, which he commanded them not, I 


4) 


is not call'd fo becauſe the Scripture is ſilent, for the Scripture 


we ſee is not ſilent: Neither is it faid [which he commanded 
them not] upon the Account of his not having made a Law 
what Fire they ſhould offer, for he had commanded the fa- 


% 4 


the ſame as, which he had forbidden; becauſe the Inſtituting of 


particular Fire, is the Forbidding of any other 
lis next Inſtance to prove, that Silence of Scripture is a Pro- 


hibition , is a Miſtake as great as the former. Says he, And 
* why may we not worſhip the Hoſt of Heaven? Becauſe, ſays 


« God, it is that which I have not commanded.” But this 


is not Silence of Scripture neither; for the Scripture expreſly 
ays, *© Thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy God, and him only 

* ſhalt thou ſerve.” This Command alone, [if the common 
Light of Reaſon, and a multitude of Places of Scripture beſides, 

had not forbidden Idolatry] was a ſufficient Prohibition againſt | 
worſhipping the Hoſt of Heaven. But, ſince Reaſon and Divine 
Revelation in Scripture, point out God to be the only Object 
of Religious Worſhip -- theſe exclude and prohibit all others 
from being ſo. -- Beſides, as I hinted before, the Scripture in 
abundance of Places expreſly forbids Idolatry, and particularly 


that of worſhipping the Hoſt of Heaven; 1 and conſequently, | 


this Inſtance is alſo utterly foreign to his PurpoſmGG. 
His third and laſt Inſtance is as much out of the way too: 


And why may we not facrifice our Children? Becauſe, ſaſs 


e he, it is that which I commanded not, neither came it into 


* my Heart, Fer. vii. 31.” And again, which I commanded. 


* not, nor ſpake it, neither came if into my Mind, Chap. xix. 
* Here again, I ſay, is no ſuch thing as Silence of Scripture; 
for [befides the Voice of God in the Dictates of natural Rea- 
ſon; to diſpenſe with be nothing but an infallible Reve⸗ 


lation from God, can be allow'd, as in the Caſe of Abrahams 
offering his Son {aac} the Scripture is ſtrong and expreſs, that 
Men ſhall not ſacrifice their Children. And if the Scripture 


had not been thus expreſs, as to Children; yet, the general 
Commands againſt Murder, in many Places of the Divine 


— 


1 Leuit. xvi. 12, 12. Dent. vi. 1 3, 14. S. Math. iv. 10. 
# Deit . 19. 2 Levit. xvili. 21. chap. Xx. 2, 3, 4% . 
no Writings, 
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Writings, include our Children, and therefore prohibit our Sa- 

 erificing them. Conſequently God's faying, © Which I com- 

| ©. manded not, nor ſpake it, neither came it into my Mind,” 

js the ſame as © which I have forbidden; for we ſee that in 
_ Scripture God has expreſly forbidden this Sin. _ 


II It is very remarkable in the Letter-Writer, that, to make his 


Rule paſs the more current with ignorant Readers, he, in theſe 
two laſt Inſtances, artfully repreſents God, as ſpeaking that 
which he never ſpake ; For, ſays the Writer, Why may we 

© not worſhip the Hoſt of Heaven? Becauſe, fays „it is 


18 „ that which I have not Commanded. ** And why may we 


6 not Sacrifice our Children? Becauſe, ſays he, that is, 
Becauſe, ſays God, “ it is that which I Commanded not, &c.” 
As if God had faid, This, or the Other muſt not be done; Be- 
“ canſs it is that which I have not Commanded.” When, in 
Truth, there is no ſuch word as Becauſe, in any of thoſeTexts. 
But this is done, to make the Reader believe, that a Thing is 

therefore prohibited, Becauſe, the Scripture is filent about it, 


Ss, which is a manifeſt Fallacy; when there is no ſuch Reaſon given, 
in the Scriptures he has produc d, for the Unlawfulneſs of the 


Things he there ſpeaks of; when, in Truth, thoſe Scriptures 
could not give any ſuch Reaſon, ſince Scripture itſelf prohibits 
— thoſe Things; and therefore is not ſilent about them: And 
laſtly, when this Notion of the Scriptures ſilence being a Pro- 
hibition, is as manifeſt a Contradiction to the known Princi- 
ples of Mr. Leſlie, as Darkneſs is to Light; foraſmuch as that 
1 Perſon teaches, as I have obere d before, Pag. 37. 
That Epiſcopacy, if it had not been mention'd in Scripture, 
has a full P2of of its Divine Inſtitution; and that, the Firſt 
Day of the Week is not Commanded in Holy Scripture ; tho 
all Chriſtians, except Judaizing Seventh-Day- Men, own the 
Duty and Obligation of obſerving the ſame, inſtead of the 
S. XVIII. But the Reaſon why our Letter -Writer would 
have his Novel Invention to be look d upon as a good Rule, 
whereby to diſcover Things prohibited in the Chriſtian Dif- 


. © Penſation, is, becauſe he vainly fancies, that the Holy Scrip- 


tures are ſilent about the mix d Cup in the Euchariſtick Sacri- 
fice and Communion : And from hence he would have People 

inferr the Unlawfulneſs of it. The r e of 
which, is, to accuſe the pure Primitive Church, of Sin, in 
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H myſt Solem : Worſhip of God, by the Sacrifice and Com- 


mun ion 


of Chriſt 


to the 


& tain of 
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munion of the Tremendous Myſteries of the Body and Blood 
| ; as if the had run counter to his Reveal'd Will, in 
her neareſt Approaches to the Deity ; and had made a ſinful 


Innovation, in the higheſt and moſt Ges Act of Di- 


Mane Worſhip, which our Land Jeſus Chrift, the Supreme Le- 
Er had inſtituted and appointed his C 


nd of the World. 3 


_ © it, either for Soul or Body, of which we are made Parta- 
„ kers thereby, by taking Wine with Water? Pag. 25. The 
Mixture of Wine and Water is not mention d at all in 
© Scripture.” | Pag. 38. See here the Exceſs of his Charge 


RMD 1 


See Regſont for Reſtoring.—. A Defence of the Reaſons.—— 


FL pe * 4 1 P I" 0 SO OO 8 OS 0" OO SOS „ 


A Vindication of the Defence; and the Neceſſity of an Alteration, 


# 


hurch to perform 


Tor it is notorious, and has been fully prov'd, .* That the 
pure Primitive Catholick Church did conſecrate, offer fo 
God, and communicate in, the mix d Cup; and the Truth of 
this is abundantly confirm d, by the Reverend and Learned 

Mr. N. Spinches, from Fuſtin Martyr, who liv'd within forty 

| Years after the Death of S. John the Apoſtle; /renexs about 

forty Years after Juin; and S8. Cyprian in the third Century; 
as any one may ſee in his Book, entituled, The Article of the 
Romiſh Tranſubſtantiation, enquir'd. into and diſprov'd, pag. 71, 
72, 74, 96, 110, and 113. Io which ſome, who reje& the 
mix d Cup, would do well to give good heed. . And therefore 
all the Exclamations of the Letter-Writer concerning the mix'd. 
Cup, and the Reſtorers of it, are only ſo many Invectives and 
Accuſations againſt the Primitive Church of God. To draw 
tmhem up in a few Articles, he repreſents the Catholicks, and 
 exclaims againſt them as Men who have © forſaken the Foun- 
: ving Water, the ſure Word of God, and hewed out 
to [themſelves] broken Ciſterns, that can hold no Water. 
The Cuſtoms and Traditions of Men, Pag.14. That“ mixing 
6 alittle Water with the Wine, has nothing of the Spirit, nor 
seven of the Letter of the Goſpel to warrant it. Pag. 17. 

That © Chrift ſpoke not one Word. of it, and all the Scriptures 

are ſilent about it. Pag. 23. That « jt is a thing which 

„ he has not commanded, — th | 
_ © Scripture has fozbidden. Pag. 24. And (fays he) “ what 
End of Religion is ſerv d by mixing Water with the Wine? 

„ Do's it make us more Wiſe or Holy? What one Benefit is 
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„„ oat 
againſt the Church, the pure Primitive Church of Chriſt! 
According to him, her Practice of the mix'd Cup, was for- 
faking the Word of God, and following the Cuſtoms of Men; 
nay, doing that, in her higheſt Ad of Worſhip, which Chriff' 
has fozbidden. Can any one give this Writer fo much Credit 
as to believe, that the Reverend and Orthodox Mr. Leſlie is 
thus Extravagant in Accuſing that Church, for whom he ex- 
preſſes ſo mighty a Value and Eſteem, as even to conclude a 
1 Divine Inſtitution ¶ viz. of Epiſcopacy] from her Practice 
alone, tho it had not been mention 'd in Scripture; and 
upon whoſe Authority he founds our Obſervation of Sunday; 
for which, he ſays, there's no Command of Scripture, as 
I have before provd from his Works? This can never be 
that Orthodox Writer ; No! Tis an Abuſe of his Name, the 
more effectually to make the Primitive Church look contempti- 
ble and wicked in the Eyes of Heedleſs and Unthinking Men! 
But, God be thanked, the Charge is utterly falſe in every Ar- 


ticle of it. For, the Holy Scriptures do ſhew, that our Lord 


| himſelf Inſtituted the mix d Cup, as is manifeſt from all thoſe 
Rules by which we are to be determin d, concerning the Senſe | 
| of any Diſputed Texts 3 which are theſe that follo P. 


: 


Ext, To compare the Diſputed Text with other Texts of 
Srecondhy, To conſider the Humane Hiſtory of ſuch Places, 
Times and Facts, as concern the Diſputed Text, and ſerve to 

_ Halen the Memingot in: IE Et nt 

. » Thirdly, To obſerve the Phraſeology of the Language in 

which the Text was at firſt utter d: And, 


1 


 Fourthly, To enquire what was the DoQtine or Practice oy 


the Primitive Church, concerning the Thing diſputed, and to ; 
which the Text has a relation 


Nov, by every one of theſe Ways, tis prov'd that the mix'd == 
Cup is founded upon Holy Scripture: or,, 


Firſt, The Texts of the New Teſtament, wherein this Infti- 
tution is contain d, are theſe: He took the Cup, and gave 

* Thanks, and gave it to them, ſaying, Drink ye all of this; 
for this is my Blood of the New Teſtament [or Covenant! 
& which is ſhed for many, Cc. S. Mat. xxvi. 27, 28. He took 
ce the Cup, and when he had given Thanks, he gave it to 
«. them, and they all drank of it. And he ſaid unto them, 


This 


„„ oo 
« This is my 1Blod of che New Teſtament [ or Covenant! 
'« which is ſhed for many, S. Marl xiv. 23, 24. And he took - 
the Cup after Supper, ſaying, This Cup is the New Teſta- 
<6 ment [or Covenant] in my Blood, which is ſhed for you, 
6 S. Lule xxii, 19, 20. S. John the Apoſtle gives no Account 
of this Inſtitution. S. Paul recites it thus: He took the 
< Cup, when he had ſupped, ſaying, This Cup is the New 
6 Teſtament [or Covenant] in my Bic: This do ye as oft 
„ as ye drink it in Remembrance of me, 1'Cor. xi. 25. 
In all which Texts there is nothing exp2eſs concerning the 
"Matter of che Cup; and therefore we muſt learn what the 
Cup conrain'd by other Texts of Scripture. The Contexts 
in S8. Matthew and S. Mark give Reaſon to believe, that twas 
che Fruit of the Uine, becauſe our Lord, immediately after 
the Words of Inſtitution in S. Matthew, ſays, 1 u ill not drink 
< henceforth of this Fruit of the Utne, verſ. 29.” And in 
S. Mart, I will drink no more of the Fruit of the Utne.” x 
HI beſe are all the Texts in the New Teſtament, from whence  ÞF 
it can be prov'd, that the Cup of our Lord comain'd what 1 
"was then call'd the Fruit of the Uine: For, as for the like 
Expreſſion in S. Luke, it is manifeſtly ſpoke of a Cup before, |! 
alnd not at the Inſtitution of the Euchariſtick Cop; and S. Paul | 
| ſpeaks not one word expreſly concerning the Fruit of the | 
Vine: Therefore, the Two Contexts in S. Matthew and S. Marl, | 
are the only Texts in the New Teſtament, which, compared 
with the Inſtitution, do inferr that the Cup contain d that fort ; 1 
of Liquor, which our Saviour call'd the Fruit of the Une. 
This is not expreſly ſaid in the Inſtitution itſelf, but inferr'd 
by Conſequence only from thoſe two other Texts. But fill 
the Queſtion is, What is meant by the Fruit of the Nine, 
which was the Matter of the Inſtituted Cup of our Lord: 
Some Moderns will have it to be no other than pure Wine 
_ only ; others affirm with the Ancients, that it was Wine 
mix d with Water. Which of theſe two is the Truth, is now 
diſputed. Let us then ſee whether other Texts of Scripture, 
compared with the Contexts of the Inſtitution, do not deter- 
mine this Matter. Chriſt is called in Scripture « the Miſdom 
ok God, 1 Gor. i. 24.” And the Holy Ghoſt in the Old Teſta- 
ment, ſpeaking of this Eternal Wiſdom, and of that Diſpenſa- 
tion of Religion which he was to Inſtitute and Eftabliſh in the 
World, ſays, Wiſdom hath builded her Houſe; ſhe hath 
„ hewn out her Seven Pillars; ſhe hath Killed her Beaſts: 
But the Original Hebrew is, © She hath kill d or offer d her da- 
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3 : the hath gs her Wine ; 3 he [RY alfo fax 
4 niſh d her Table. - She cryeth -' Come, eat of m 
« and drink of the Wine Wich I have min 

Expoſitors zeferr theſe Texts to the Chriflian 
Sim to the Euchariſtica 
need inſtance Na but 


2 
Di 6h and more 
| fice and Communion. 
The Firſt a Primitive Catholick Arch- 
late Learned, very Learned Poder of the 
who is deſervedly efteem'd and revered 15 the, eff or his 
Excellent 8 
ture, and for his compl 
guages, in which they were w igen 
_ Calvimiſt Presbyterian. The 
Text to prove the mix d Cup in the l 3 and ſays, thar 
the mixd Wine here pro 
| © the Lord's Cup mixed ef 
Dr. Hammond, upon this Place, 
- © Eternal Son, 92 Word, and 
ce py, as to be Co- eternal and Co-eval with the Fa 
3 down in the former Chapter as the 
c World, and e bath i in the framin 
„ - 1 8 was by the Eternal Decree of God, 
4 tion of the World, deſign d, and ſoon after Adam's Fal 
: And after a large Enumeration of what the 
BR: of God was to undertake and do for Man, till he comes to 
| ſpeak of the Purchaſe of the Free Pardon of our Sins, and 
ufficiency of Grace to enable us for the Service of God here, 
us to Eternal Happineſs; he adds, As a Sym- 
he ſhould Inſtitute ard Dedain | 
e the Sacrament ( See S. Gprian Epiſt, 63. ad Czcil, & 
2 Teftim. ad verſ. Jud, Lib. 11. c. I.) of the Lo2ds Supper 
4 the Elements whereof were to be Bꝛead and Mine, sc. 
Here the Learned Doctor ſhews, that theſe Texts point at ar d 
preſignify the Eternal Son of God, our Lord Jeſus Chriſt's In- 
ſtituting the Sacrament of his Body and Blood ; and that thc 
75 58 00 8 thereof were to be 825d and t Mine; -” which 
For, from hence I inferr, That the 
for, the ſame Reaſo 
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Adͥetermin d, muſt convince us that Mine mingled is ſo too: 
The Reafon why we miſt conclude, that Bread and Mine 
ate preſignified, is, the Letter of rhe Texts, which expꝛelle 
ſpeak of Bread and Wine; and the'very ek. ſame Reaſon ob- 
| liges'us'to doe that the Wine nuff be mingled, be- 
_ eaviſe the Letter of the Texts ſays, She hath mingled het 
„Mine, and *DYint of the Wine which I have mingled. 
But of this, more again by and by. The Third, Diodati of 
Geneva; His Armotations upon the Texts are theſe. ' 
Verſe 1. Hath bnilded ]“ The Meaning is, the Son of God 
© hath laid the Foundation himſelf, and perfectly eltablihed 
Verſe 2. Mingled,] or made ready, according“ to the Cuſtom 
* gf Hot Countries, where they did uſe to mingle their 
line with Water, as well 16 pleiſe che Taſte, as for 
„ / / 
Verſe 5. ½ Bread,]. viz. © Come freely, and hear my 
e Word, and be'Partakers' of my Sacraments, Which is 
_ «meant by Eating of Bread, and Drinking of Wine, 70. vi. 27. 
This is much from a Calviniſt; but he very oddly leaves off his 


Annotation at the word Wine, when the Text fays, © Wine 


„ Which J have mingled.” However, his Annorations ſhew, 


| hat he reckon'd theſe Texts belong to the Chriſtian Diſpenſa- 2 


tion of Religion, 4nd particularly to the Holy Sacrament : and 
that the Holy Spirit ſpeaks of Mine mingled with Mater; 
which is all that 1 quote him for. And the Conſequence n 
N this, That if the Texts prophetically deſcribe the Chri- 
ſtian Euchariſtical Cup, that it was to conſiſt of Wine, they 
demonſtrably conclude as much, that this Wine muſt be mingled. 


That they do prophetically foreſhew our Lord's Cup fhould 
coonſiſt of Wine, will be very hardy to deny, and cannot be 


7 pes d but by Allegorizing away the Letter of the Text, = 


Which is the way taken by Enthuſiaſts, and Sectariſts, when the 
Letter of Holy Scripture is againſt their Novelties ; and if the 
1 Letter of the Prophetical Parts of the Divine Writings, muſt be 
underſtood only in ſuch remote Senſes as they bc ut upon 
them, we ſhall never be able to determine how the New Teſ- + 
tament correſponds with the Old. But the Literal Senſe of 
the Sacred Oracles is always the True, when it is not incon- 
Tiſtent with the Nature of Things, or with other Parts of the 
Holy Scripture. And that this is not thus inconſiſtent, is 
plain enough, to all who are acquainted with the Divine Wri- 
tings : Conſequently, the Holy Ghoſt do's here Prophetically 
CORE IN MY 322 ĩͤ en a rt one NTT” 


3 N N 
determine, that the Cup of our Lord was to conſift: of Wine, 
and therefore , for the ſame Reaſon, of. mingled Wine. 
And it is in vain to quibble and cavil about the ſeveral Senſes 


of the Greek Ane Tranſlation, fo long as the Original He- 
brew, in which theſe Texts were firſt written, js very juſtly and 
exactly ae by our Engliſh Tranſlators ; for the 
Words are in Hebrew Verſe 1. NIDD miſcuit, hath mingled, and 
Verſe 5 WIDD miſcui, J have mingled ; both from the Root 
OL. The genuine natural Senſe of which is, miſcuit, or mix- 


 £urz, he hath mixed, or a Pirture. And therefore, in theſe | 
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Texts, the Holy Ghoſt evidently prefignifies; the mix d Cup of 


our Lord in the Euchariſt. The Sum of all is this; ſince the In- 4 


ſtitution of the Cup, and the Contexts thereto, do not exp2eſly 
ſay, that the Matter of the Cup conſiſted either of pure Wine 


f 5 alone, or of Wine mix d with Water; ſince tis Matter of Dif- 
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pute, which of theſe two was the Contents of the Cup; it re- 
mains, that we muſt call in other Texts to determine this Mat- 


ter; and ſince the Holy Ghoſt in the Old Teſtament has plain- 


- \ ly preſignified, that Chriſt's Cup was to conſiſt of Wine mixed, 


therefore it follows, that the Inſtitution muſt correſpond with 
the Pre- declaration thereof, and conſequently, that the inflitu- 
| ted Cop of our Lord did conſiſt of Wine mixed: Therefore 
c Fruit of the Vine". in the Contexts. of the Inſtitution, was 


Wine mingled with Water; and conſequently, the Euchariſti- 


cal Cup ought now to be conſtantly mixed of Wine and Wa- 


ter; becauſe [for an additional Strengthning of the Argument] 
the Eternal Wiſdom of the Father, the Second Perſon of the 
moſt glorious and undivided Trinity, do's by the Holy Ghoſt 
expꝛelly command us all, in this Place, to drink of the Wine 
which he has mingled, in as ſtrong Terms, as he do's when 

he requires vs to eat of his Bzaead 
But this is further evident, from one of the Deſigns of the 
Inſtitution of the Chriſtian Sacrifice and Communion, which 


S8. Paul affirms is, that the Lord's Death may be ſhew'd forth 


till he come. For, ſays he, “ As often as ye Eat this Bread, 
dc and Drink this Cp „ve do ſhew [or rather, ſhew ye, or 
(04 declare ye] the Lord's Death till he come. Our Lord 


foreſam that Hereticks would ariſe, and deny the Truth, of his 


—— 


— 


— A 2 - 
rr — — — IE 
5 n 3 - — - —— — * ths ” 4 : — 
5 8 — — 4 . —— — — 2 . er ES - . 
— — - — 1 =. — 
= — * — 0 4 — 8. by Wh 4 9 >a 
wth, $44 », * — cas — 2 - 9 — 8 — — . — — . 4 ä 
" 2 bn — 22 — 2 * 11 e 4 1 0 1 — : 
. - - A — . - — — —— — — — « — 


—̃ — 


— 
<< 2 7 Way * 1 — — — 4 * . 8 
* * 5 * WE tt * =_ 2 N - 4 4 WW — * — 2 * % oF 22 — — 1 
— — — —— i ES — — aa r 7 n — ng | — 22 8 3 ans: * 
- — - — —— — — 3 nr re OT. * n —— aca - ” + * 


1 
1 
4 * 
1 
1 
LY N 


Humanity and the Reality of his Death: And in fag many 
ſuch Hereticks have appear J. He inflituted the Chriſtian Sa- 
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erifice and Communion, for a perpetual Memorial to God and 
Men, of his real Sufferings and Death: And this End of the C 
Inſtitution, ro ſbew forth his Death, the Reality of his Dea, 
is a ſtanding Argument in the Church of God againſt all ſuch 
Hereticks , as ever have been or ſhall be, to the End of the 
World: For the Euchariſtick Cup, our Bleſſed Lord fays, is 
nis Blood ſhed ; © ſhed for the Remiſſion of Sins; but this Re. 
miſſion could not be obtain d, but by his real Death; there- 
tore his Blood ſhed, muſt be ſo ſhed, as to demonſtrate che 
Reality of his Death. And conſequently, the inſtituted Cup 
ol our Lord did ſhew forth his Blood ſhed, in ſuch a Man- 
ner, as thereby to manifeſt and demonſtrate, that he did real- 
y die. The Blood that was ſhed out of his precious Head, 
by the forcing of the Crown of Thorns upon it; that Blood 
which flow d from his blefſed Body when ftrip'd , and from 
his Holy Hands and Feet when nail'd to the Croſs; do not 
 ſhew forth his Death, beyond Diſpute ; becauſe, ſuch Shed- 
ding of Blood do's not neceſſarily inferr Death; ſince a Man 
map live after receiving ſuch Wounds as thoſe , whereby no 
vital Part is immediately hurt. But the Wound in his Side 
cus d ſuch a Shedding of Blood, as that it was impoſſible 
for him to have eſcap d Death, if he had been living when 
 *twas given. S. John the Apoſtle is particularly Emphatical 
3 this Wound, in his Hiſtory of our Saviour s Cru? 
 cifixion. Says he, One of the Soldiers with a Speat pierced 
his Side, and forthwith came there out Blood and Water.” 
8. John xix 34. And this Blood and Water iſſued out fo viſi- 
bly, that S. John ſaw them both very plainly. [Says he,] And 
s he that ſaw it, bare Record; that is, he who ſaw this 
Blood and Water come from our Saviour s Side, bare R- 
s cord, and his Record is true, and he knoweth that he faith 
A ttue, that pe might believe.” The Apoſtle makes this to 
be a Matter of mighty Conſequence, and one of the Founda- 
tions of our Faith ; for, as the Learned Doctor Hammond, up- 
on this Text, has it: This Speech of this Evangeliſt, and 
bis fo much Care in teſtifying of this Fact from his wn 
_ < Sightof it, is an Argument, that he looked on it as a ve- 
ry weighty and conſiderable Paſſage. --- What the Pars 
„ ticular is, wherein the Weight of this Paſſage lies, will be 
worth conſidering, And firlt, it is oxdinarily.afficm'd, that 
A there is a Capſula on the Left Side of the Heart, call d the Pe- 
* ricardinm, which hath Water in it, of continual Uſe for the 
Cooling of the Heart, and that the coming out of Water 
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te with;the Blood here, was a Teſtimony, of the wounding 
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ce his very Heart, the Entering of that Iron, the Spea! into 

4 bis Soul. — And therefore, this may firſt be reſolv d that | 
“ this being an Evidence of the wounding of the Heart, and 
_ Phyſician's Maxim being certain, Kapp. v. 
bree, be that is woinded tn the Heart, wn er ee pa. And, 
« Sanantur nulla vulnera cordis ope, Wounds in the Heart ate ab- =” 
cc ſolatelj incurable; this Flowing of Wafer with the 1Blogd, = 
ec was an EVI DEN CE and DEMONSTRATI ON of | 
< his being TRULY DEAD. (This one Wound being 


“ ſufficient to ſecure that, if he had not been dead before, 


* 
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* Verſ. 33.) and ſo the Confutation. of moſt Hereticks of the 
&« firſt Ages, which affirm d him to have ſuffer'd Death only 
4 in Appearance. Thus far the Learned Annotator., . Since 
then, the Flowing of Water with Blood from ourSaviour's Side, 
was a Demonſtration of the Reality of his Death; and. ſince 
the Reality of this Death was ſhew'd forth in the Sacrament ,. 
by our Lord himſelf in the inſtituted Cup, when he called it 
his © Blood ſhed for the Remiſſion of Sint, [which Remiſſion 
could not be obtain d without this real Death; ] it neceſſari - 
ly follows, that the inſtituted Cup ſhew d forth his Blood as 


ſhed from his Side, that is, thed with Water; and therefore the 


„ Fruit of the Uine, which he call d his Blood ſhed, Kc. 
was Wine mix d with Water, to ſnew forth the Reality of his 
Death; conſequently, ſince the Holy Ghoſt commands us to 
ſhew forth his Death, his real Death, till he come; we muſt 
therefore conſtantly do it by the mix d Cup, which ſheyws forth 


to God and Men the Reality of the Death of Chriſt. 
Again, the ſame Evangeliſt teaches us concerning our Sa- 


viour, © This is He that came by Mater and Blood, even Fe- 
< Jos vip, not by Water only, but by Water and. Blood.” The 
Learned Doctor Hammond, upon this Place, ſhews,that the Wa- 
ter and Blood here, have a Reference to the Water and Blood 
& that at his Crucifixion came out of his Side at the Piercing 
of kit. In the 80h Verſe, the Apoſtle fays, There are 
_ © Three that bear Witneſs in Earth, the Spirit, and the dila⸗ 
ter, and the Blogd. The fame Learned Dodor ſays alſo, 
that this Water and Blood, are the Water and Blood“ that 
© came both out of his Side. The Scripture fays, Jeſus Chriſt 
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990 the Remiſion ef Sig aid his Blood of "ew 6 Tove- 
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11955 bath theſe ; and that they bear Witnefs; in the 
reſent Tenſe, Doctor Hammond ſhews, that his Coming by 
Vater and Blood, is, his being ſent by God to be the great 

Peer het, the Meſlias, perfect Man without din ,] who was to 

die 11 Fhe World. — that the Water ſhews his' Innocence, 


and t he Blood his Patients and Conftancy fuffering even 
Unto | death; that the Blood and furan w ch came out 'of his 


aint thoſe 


. 


prove the Reality of his Hum TR 


> Side, © Re; 
2 6 y,.he Was 14 255 Are or in Fend h, or Reality; 


15 Flowing Water and B ac was 

ahh bits and Peil bim to the Heart,” fa the Learned : 
in his Paraphraſe nd Arnatations. Front fende fat — 

the la, tes Sorf 11 5 did lere. 

ew, that he ſhould be a real Man 15A A Man | 
ichen Spot of Sin, who ſhould AS 9 205 5 I ; jo, the 


Bloc 1017 Water which ou ogether fic tis ierced Side, 


Al, and fall do, 1 bear el of Farth, thar 7 Efus Chiift 5s 
7 that real M an without 8 1 Ogg ſuffer d a real Death for us; 


and is ch ee the Son 005 the T 4 that doch come = 
Theſe are the two \ Witneff Blood and Wa- = 
th bear Witch + to the 1 0 Death f :Chri 


ck Cup; for, our 2 call it his Bl 


onſe veptly,” [for. oth theſe Reaſons] tis His Blood 
10 15 Hide, Ng: 1 "Babs" rov'd before; ] bot 
es J was not a Witnels by itfele” it was attend ed wich 
Mater ſhed with VS: his Crucifixion $$ 
Witneſſes A not be ſeparated; oor the Spirit ſays, Chriſt 


hed 


- 15 not by Mater only, but by. Water and Blood; con- 
7 


ſequently 17 y Blood only, but by Water and Blood ; for 


the Km of God ſo connects them, as that they cannot be ſe- 


T oy ed; the one cannot ſafficiently bear Witneſs without the _ 


ther: Water alone do's not demonſtrate, the Reality of the 
eth of Chriſt, and Blood "Alone do's not prove it: They 


what God has join d together“ in this maſt im ,o2tant Ar- 
kicle, Man cannot Put. Nei And bene, as ohe . 


the Witneſſes, Blood is exhibited in the Euchariſtick Cup, ſo 
muſt the other, Mater too. Therefore, as it is neceſſary for 
us to 75 forth the Lord's Death 5 the Euchariſt; ſo it is 


t we Fo thew it forth, by aten theſe two 
H Wir- 


neceſſary, tin 


jdence-of 


therefore were both join d together as Witneſſes, to demon- 
ne che Certainty of his Death at his Crucifixion ; « therefore, 


Hi 
* 
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_ . Witneſſes or Evidences, which demonſtrate his Death, viz. the 
Blood and Water in the Euchariſtick Cup. The Blood and 
Water which flow'd from our Saviour's Side, did jointly bear 
Witneſs upon the Day of his Crucifixion; the ſame Blood vir- 

tuallꝝ contain d, and fo flowing now, in the Euchariſtick Cup 
of Wine with Water, perpetuates and preſentiates that ſame 


 _ Teſtimony, and continues and makes it evident to us; and fo, 
in the Church of God, it always holds true, during the whole 
Term of the Chriſtian Diſpenfation; That “ there are Three 

that bear. Witneſs [now at preſent] in the Earth, the Spirit, 
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e and the Water, and the Bloc. 
lam well aware, that ſome of the Ancients and Moderns 
 . fay, that the Water and Blood which flow'd from our Saviour's 
Side, were the two Sacraments which he inſtituted; Baptiſm 
ſignified by Water; and the Euchariſt, by Blood. But this is 
no Objection; becauſe, the ſame Ancients who believ'd this, 
Aud alſo praQtiſe the mix'd Cup of Wine and Water; and be- 
Iliev d, that the Blood and Water which flow d from our Saviours 
Side, were repreſented in the Euchariſtick mix d Cup. which 
ſhe ws, that they did not look upon the former Opinion, to have 
been inconſiſtent with, or any Objection againſt the Mixture. 
And as for the Moderns, they are of two forts; 1/, Such as with 
the Ancients do hold the Opinion of the two Sacraments flow- 
ing from our Saviour's Side; and alſo, that the Euchariſtick 
mix d Cup did flow from thence likewiſe ; and fo theſe Mo- 
derns muſt be reckon d with the Ancients above- mention d. 
2a, The other ſort of Moderns are ſuch as believe this Opi- 
nion of the two Sacraments, and reject the mix d Cup: And to 
theſe | anſwer; firſt, that they muſt prove the Truth of this 
their Opinion, either from Scripture itſelf, or elſe ftom the 
Indition of the pure Primitive Church: I call upon em then 
to prove it from deripture, which I dare venture to ſay they 
cannot do. Then, ſecondly, they muſt fly to Tradition, and by 
ſo doing they will confound themſelves; for, the ſame Reaſon 
which obliges them to give ſo much Credit to Tradition as to 
take up and ret in this Opinion, upon that Foundation onlj, 
will alſo much more oblige them to the Practice of the mix'd 
Cup, becauſe thisLarter is much, very much more atteſted to by 
the Ancients, than the other is; beſides, the Scripture-Arguments 
For the Mixture, which the other has not. But to put this Matter 
upon the Utmoſt that can be deſi d; What if Scripture and Tra- 
dition did both atteſt to this Opinion of the two Sacraments, 
being ſignified by the Wetet and the Blood; what is the Con- 
5 + 5 N ſequence 
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ſequence of this? Nothing at all in Oppoſition to the Mixture 
in tlie Euchariſt: As is manifeſt from this Conſideration, that 
the Holy Ghoſt exprefly. commands us, who have receiv'd Bap - 
tiſm, to ſhem forth the Lo2d's Death in che Euchariſt ; that 
the Blood and Water are the Witneſſes of his Death, even to 
Perſons already baptiz d; and that therefore ſuch Perſons muſt 
_ exhibit theſe two Witneſſes in the Euchariſt, and conſequently + 
that they muſt do it with the mix'd Cup; which exhibits theſe 
two Witnelles, and therefore'ſhews forth the Death of Chriſt. 
Beides, as I obferv'd before,Water alone is not ſufficient to this 
Purpoſe; and ierefors Boon is not; becauſe, as the Holy 
_ Ghoſt ſays, Chriſt came — not by Mater only, bur by 
Mater and Blood. Neither. is Blood alone ſufficient ; be- 
cauſe, Chriſt came by Water and Blood; and Blood may be 
| ſhed without cauſing Death. For theſe Reaſons, Blood and 
Water were ſhed together out of his pierced Side, to demon- 
ſtrate the Reality of his Death: And therefore, Blood and Wa- 
ter mult be exhibited in the Euchariſtick Cup, that we ma 
ſſbem jorth bus Death till he com. ME) ä 
Once more; our Saviour. calls the Euchariſtick Cup his 
Blood ot the New Covenant, S. Ma. xxvi. 28. The Blood. 
of the New Covenant was typified and prefigur d by the Blood 
of the Old, S. Paul, ſpeaking of the Blood of the Old Cove- 
nant, tells us, That © when Moſes had ſpoken every Precept to | 
' 4. oft the People, 27 9 to the Lam, he took the ee — 
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* — 
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n, Goats, with ter and Scarlet Wobl, and Hyſſop, and, 
5 3 Jprin led both the Book and all the People, ſaying, his is the 

4 © Blood of the Teſtament Cor Covenant] which God hath, 
'Y _ ©. enjoined unto you.“ This, [as the Learned Doctor Ham- 
S mond obſerves upon the Place] « Fore-ſignifted: the Shedding 
3 of the Blood of Chriſt, for the making of a New Covenant, 
n & with us.” But her e 18 one thing very obſervable, concerning 5 5 
y. the Blood of the Moſaic Covenant; that, tho the Old Teſta: 
y ment do's not ſpeak one Word of the Mater which accom- 
n prey that Blood, yet the Holy Spirit of God has caus'd it ro 
to de particularly and expreſly recorded in the New. There 
ly, was certainly ſome very important Reaſon of great Conſequence 
id WM do vs Chriſtians, for which this was done. We hereby certain- . 
by ly know, that the firſt Covenant was eftabliſh'd by the Appli- 
nts cation of Blood and Water to the People; and S. John ſhews 
15 — ren 


1 — 


IX. 19, 20. 


Heb. 
a — . 
? . * by & +3 4% 96 0 H 2 ed 


xx. 


Us, 


rr 

* r 
— —— 

— a as EW, 


\- o 
— 
w# 


vs, that the 13775 
Blood 765 oF 


a 
to conclude, 1 
lignifice | 1 tr Pl Chriſt, e be ſhed; 


er 
CORY — 
4 nw A» _ _— as 
* 3 7 8 * ˙[„ — 2 3 . — 4A — - 
£ r 4 - A — 3 3 — 2 - 
l %.; SS : md n f - q - r — 0 = : 

— — n a — - A WE... Se FS "Or" 2 
= . - * » ITT - 


14 
5 N 
a 

Ty 
2 


TY = Mean 155 of this 


: mird Wit 


110 
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s the Blood of thoſe Calves and Goats 18 

ſo, the Wa- 
| Aber which 


ter atten ling 10 


Mad 4 pA ect to that 


2 was tc Atte a che 85 10 of 90 8 is, the Water which 
5 with is Blood | bY om 1 5 


— 87 700 was el 

' theBloo 

_ ratified and confirm ned. by Ch 
- Blood, with Nate to 18 ; the Peck 
| Blood of the New Covenant; "the Blood & th & New Cove- 
- nant was med with Water; ind thatefore, 10 Nod. of the 


10 Sia de: As therefore the firff 
00 God's Meſſenger, ; tpplying 

and ate 0 th he 60 ie: 13 Se New 1 tony 1 
Melt engers, ab applying his 
Cu is + tually the . 


New 755 ant in the Eucharift ick Cup.is attended with Wa- 


na. logd , of the Moſaic Covenatit was, Adminiſtted 
with Wat 55 when the Covehatit was ratified and confitm d to 
the People of the Jet; the Blood of the New Covenant is 
allo adminifited Witt Water, when ratify'd and copffrm d ts 
=” Chriſtians ;-and,ſo.there is a due Harmony and Coneſpon- 
—_ dence between the Its and the NG Covertins deat 5 


To conclude and” ſomm up the Whole of what 1 have. ſaid 5 


5 upon the de e 5 FKoraſmuch as our Lofd's Inſti- 
tution of the 


: lay, that the ( muſt conſiſt 
mird vathy\ 587 ; but we 


ine Alone; "of of, Wine 
art what it iy t contain 
from other Teits ; ; foralmüch 38, 35 implied by T9) Con- 
texts annex ie a cht ile Cup of our Lord con- 
Evi he Yaſh W. Foal of. the Gine' 8 foraſmuch 
hrafe 14-0! uted, While ſome — 

ſignifies x re Wige alone; And 'ortier that it means Wine 
10 Watet; Foraſmuch* as this Bifp ute makes it neceſ- 

fary ſtill to enquire, whether there ate fot Sther Texts, which 


ee GR ae Scri Fire do's not, Went be 


compar'd with the Inſtitution, will derermine this Matter: For- 
aſmuch as the Holy Ghoft in t e Book of Proverbs, cap. ix. has 


pre · ſi ignifled, hat the Son of ſhould eflabliſh : a New Diſ- 
penſation of eligion, and tflerein à Sacrifice and Sacrament, 


the Elements w tek ſhould be Bread and Wine mingled 


with Water; Wee 'as the Son of God do's in that Part 
of the Divine rititigs chmmand us to eat of fuch his Bread, 


And drink of füch ki Mine, which he has mingled: For- 
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aſmuch as the ati Ghoſt, by S.Paul, 'commands ee * 
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— — 4 Cup, to ſhew forth the Reality of his Deatth; . 
e Blodd, do 


; Frakdgch as the Sine and the Mater, and 


even now in the Chürch on Earth, ber Witneſs, that but 


Lord is che true MIM without Spot of Sin, Who ſuffet'd; and 
really died for us, viz. the Water and the Blobd 195 bear Wits! 


_ neſs by the Eocharifticke Cap, whiereiri . f the Meſ. 


feat, al hed out of his Sidg with, Water, 18 thewd Ferch to 484 
ad Mer to teſtify the Innocence a rity" of the Son of 
God, his ppt RN real Death for bur Sins; and— 
ſo the mix perprtuates to us TT ee which” 


the Blood and 7 flowing from his ve to our Lord 60 


being the Son of God, who' died for us: 2 aftly, foraſmuch 
2 5 e Blosd of the Ol Epveriar "ws, with Watt ac 


e ply d to fe of the Ju, when that Covenant 
1 was w Kate and co ors with rg "Fe 


7 with Blood and Witet Was the New likewiſe , and that 


conſe 1 the Euchariftick Cup being Chrift's. dr Bl Hl of 5 


7. 
fort erg theſe Premiſes, duly weighed, RING and ta- 
ker fn. topetHer, it follows from Scripture, that the ioftituted Cup 


dP Td” which be call d the Fruit of the Mine was 4 


1 Few Covenant appointed by him, to ra 
| doe this New Coven; it fo us, is a 110 n'Y 


mix *& Cup,confifting Fe Wine and Water ; and that we are 


Places, Times, and Facts, as concern the aten the 
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gn of the EuchazMt, is, to ce new 
R der 5 E on vi Foraſimuch as the 
Tel and Reality of his Death was filly demonſtrated agaifiſt 
alf Fereticks; by hisHeart's Rleod flowing with Water out of 
nuch as the Cup of chte Lord is vir- 
etdiffio# df His, and therefore 
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6rafmuch as that Blood 

Was # Type of the Blood of r © New Covenant 10 the Blood 
Hf the New Covenant flow! F with Water from our Saviours 

5 * to ratify and confirm the New Covenant to us Chri- 
: : Which ſhews, lr as the Old Corenant was fatified 


5 mtly. obliged , by Rale of ripture, to buen, offer , 
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do's evidently prove, th 


Thirdly, From the Phraſeology 
Which was the Language our Saviour ſpake , when he ſaid, 
Till not ink henceforch of this Ft 
meaning the Euchariſtick Cup. For, it has been prov'd from 
_ the. Jewiſh Writings, not only of the Gemara, but alſo of the 

Miſbna; which latter was written a little after the Deſtruction 
ol the Second Temple ; that, the Phraſe Fruit of the Uing,” 

did, in their Language, ſignify Wine mix d with Water, 
A ir will bean of the mol ? 
World, not to allow the moſt Ancient, and moſt Learned of 
the Fews, to have underſtood the Meaning of their own Phra- 


(54:3). 


at the Scripture points it ont, to be 


1 N 


bother than Wine mix d with Water: For, che Place was the 5 
Land of Fudea, an Eaſtern Country, where it was the Cuſtom 
to mingle their Wine with Water for Wholeſomneſ and So- 


briety, as well as, to p 


eaſe the Palate; this is granted on all 


Sides, and therefore needs no farther Proof. 


Ihe Time, was that of the Paſſover; and the concurring 

Fact, was that of our Saviour's eating the Paſſover. with his 
| Diſciples, according to the Cuſtom of the Fews, Their Cu» 
ſtom was, to have four Cups of Wine mingled with Water 
at the Feaſt of the Paſſover, as has been largely prov d already 
fltom the Jeriſßh Hiſtory, in the Books before mention d; for 
which Reaſon I need not recite. the Proof of it: It was at the 
Feaſt of the Paſſover, that our Lord inſtituted the Chriſtian Sa- 
cCerifice, as is plain from the Holy Goſpels; and it was one of 
the Paſſover Cups that our Lord took and conſecrated, to be 

the Euchariſtick Cup. Since then, the Cuſtom of the Country 

V here our Saviour liv d, was to mingle their Wine with Water; 

lnce it was alſo the Cuſtom at ch 

Wine ſo mingled; ſince our Lord never would give any Of- 
fence by breaking thro innocent eftabliſh'd Cuſtoms; and 


e Paſſover to drink their 


ſince he took one of the Paſſover Cups, conſiſting of Wine 
mingled with Water, and inſtituted it to be the Chriſſian Eucha- 
1 riſtick Cup; and laſtly, ſince he call'd this Cup the Nuit of the 
i} _ Scripture, ſignifies Wine mingled with Water; and conſequent- 


ows, that Fruit of the Mine in thoſe Texts of 
iy, that the inſtituted Cup of our Lord was Wine ſo mird. 


* 


of the Jewiſh Language, 


ruit of the Mine; 


unaceountable Things in the 


1 And to reject this way of getting at the Senſe of an- 
cient Languages, is in effect to make all the Divine Writings, 


and the Tranſlations of them, uſeleſs; for, they were written 


Originally in ſuch Languages, as are not now the Living Lan- 
— eee e g Zuages 


— 


C5 . 
gzuages of any People on the Earth; but are confin d to Books 55 
only, from whenee alone we muſt get at the Meaning of them. 
But enough of this here, ſince the Excellent Books I have be- 
fore mention d, namely, Reaſons for Reſtoring, &c. A Defence 
of the Reafons ; AV drin of the Defence ; and The Neceſſity 
f an Alteration, have abundantly prov, that Fruit 2 
Mine, in the Jewiſh Phraſeology, «irene (re 
with Water; and that conſequently, the Inſtituted Cup of our 
rd was a Cup ſo mixed. But if we had been deflitute of 2 


__ Fourthly, The Doctrine and Practice of the pure Primitive 
Church, relating to this Diſputed Point, is the beſt Interpreter 
of the Texts of Holy Scripture, which ſpeak of the Inſtitoted 
Cup. And tho' our Letter-Writer deſpiſes this Rule, and ſays, 

* All Things neceſſary or uſeful to us, are contained in the 
_ «© Scripture, without recomfe to Traditions, pag. 34, 35. 
Vet, the Reverend Mr. Leſtie is fo ſenſible of the Uſefulneſs 
and Neceſſity of this Rule, to convince ignorant and le 5 
ſaying Men, that in his Ceſe ated between the Church of Rome 


% 


3 and the Church of England, pag. 182. he fays, There is a2 3 
Tradition which for the Evidence of it) we are willing 


to admit; that is, according to the Rule of E incentius Liri- 
< nenſis, Quod ſemper, nbique & ab omnibus; That which WAS 
© always receiv'd, every where and by all” And in his Diſpute 
a againſt Dr. Card, wherein he defended the Immortality of the 
Sul; he aſſerts, * That © the Senſe of the Primitive Church is 
the Sureſt Jnterpzeter of Scripture;”-— And that © All- 
_ ©© Hererticks hate and deſpiſe Ae, becauſe it detects 
e their Errors.” So again, ſays he, © We allow the Church 
A to be the beff Interpzet 5 
the Church from the beginning. That, what has been held 
© by all Chriſtian Churches, and at all times, we will certainly 
<< receive.” He affirms, that we receive the Belief of the 


er of the Holy Scriptures ; that is, 


_ © HolyScriptures upon the Evidence of the Church.“ And rec- = 


Fons that the Evidence even of the Jewiſh Church is ſufficient = 
to determine the Diſpute concerning the Canon of the Old 
Teſtament. And, ſpeaking of the Rule of the Word of God, 


8 —_ 
1 — — 8 8 


a * 


„ Reborſals, Vel. L N. 221. Sed. 1. > Ibid. Sed. 1. 5 .. 
Vol. iii. N. r. Sect. 4. 1 bid. Vol. ii. N. 2. Sect. 3. bid. 
Vol. yt. N. 4. Seck. 2. ; Oe h 


£538]. 


ine and Current 


P prey who;hv'd next to 
'n 2 he boſk Expolit „Anh 2 15 ing 0 6h 
EET demer tan any pne Thing, of wi t th 


Wa e g. and . yl 95 
mix d ; the Evidence 


mix 
ly d next to the Age of the poll. that 5 15 ey 


te Tr op Ne Yn 


120 the ee 7 earned Mr, Heike 


own Words. They 0 ſe,. R 3,39: Bhs Lou 0k {abr . 2 


A Faun againſt 910 "Tha 0 coo 7 


2 In the next 7 I in the Second ( pe 1 
| ar Bread and the Cup--- 


if of he 


F #4: 


ce The Deacons, 1ſt in Aartyr., give * w 15 
c of the Bread, ond; ing, and 7 Sat 4255 2 0 75 Is 
& 32 given, 1134 feng, Pilhop 1755 276 70 pln 


. Thaiſp 


155 


Lord taking Bread Juch gs,pe mate we aficonjeſſed 


EE #7 1 * Bady; and 1 „Mitre 28 ens | 


CAKES 


. 
T * 


and 


«#4 be his Blod, Page 72, 77 ij Jap). 


2 quotes from Jena, thus: 1 1 25 
2 Bread, receives phe Ward o 0 Gu. Tem Exch 15 
HBoh ard Few Blog 5 8. 
do quote rom h E, ſam everend Au 
brings for the mix d Cup, Reverona gh ers of 1 85 ng 
dpties. And 1 ſhould not have taken theſe aut o 
tat I thought, the Letter-Writer m 


uſtin Aar $ and brenens's 8 Teſtimonies concerning the 


Vs nh a os $3405 SOS Apes Wes -- 5700 „„ A —· . 9 
f * a 0 | 4 | 7 | 
* >. * 2 _ a 17 * , 4 , 
* E. ; 


1. Ver RE my 5 


LD, "Caſe of che Reguld; Sead Elb, 78 98 . . i 
$2066 4 1 re 


* 


be ge o Doubeful.g ta 
1 1 ge In. Sg of Dou | 1010 . a. 


eremonies, to Res Wy 


ta ainſt in opr I. ites or | 
1 wilde to bet and Tel «Sochar, 
s give Evidence 19, the 


nl 2 Clements, Hf "Wine, = 
ich. Thanks are given, pa 74 


ah I 
, the 7 SEN 5 
but : 
coming from the Pen of that Re besen. 72 bo 


product, them directiy from thoſe two ancient Fathers : And 
5 755 choſe to give the Reverend | Mx. Spinck 1 Agcqune : 


” . 
4 
k 
* 
\ 


* Cons 54 
oe ee”, „ 222 *. 


[ 37 1 


mir d Cup, becauſe they are Fathers of the Church, who 
„ ivd next to the Age of the Apoſtleg;” they give not their 


own private Opinions, but the Practice of the Church; 


S. Fuſtin ſpeaking of Conſecration and Diſtribution of the 
Elements in the Chriſtian Aſſemblies, and Treners- of the 
Conſecration of them; and becauſe Mr 

poubliſh'd a conſiderable time after the Matter of the Eucha- 
 rifſtick Cup was diſputed among us; and therefore, theſe m, 
Early Teſtimonies, as produc'd by that Reverend Perſon, may 
be of uſe to ſome ingenuous People, who have hitherto been 
| too much prejudic'd in their Notions, againſt this Neceſſary 
Primitive Catholick Practice. It is not my Deſign to repeat | 
over again the Teſtimonies of the Church of God, through 
the following Centuries, for the mix'd Cup; thoſe Teſtimonies 
having been largely enumerated already, to Perfection, by the 
Learned Writers of the Books before mention'd, to which 
nothing new can be added. *Tis ſufficient for me, that I have 
 prov'd againſt this Letter-Writer, That Mr. Leſlie affirms 
the Doctrine and Current Practice of the Primitive Church, 
_ < who livd next to the Age of the Apoſtles, is the beſt 


. Spinckes's Book was 


* Expoſitor of Holy Scripture, in caſe of Doubtful or Per- 


« yerſe Interpretation.” We ſay, that the Euchariſtick Cup, 
is in Scripture ſhew'd to be a mix d Cup: Our Oppoſers (and 
among them the Letter-Writer, taking on himſelf the Name 


of Mr. Leſlie) fay there's no ſuch thing in Scripture, Here 


therefore is on one fide or other ©* a Doubtful oz Perverſe 
Interpꝛetation of Scripture. Who then ſhall be judge? 
Where ſhall we find the beſt Expoſitor ? Muſt we eternally 
contend, while every one preferrs his own Interpretation ? 
This is not the way to come to any Concluſion. No! fays 
Mr. Leſlie, © The Primitive Church is the Sureſt Interpreter 


c of Scripture ; the Doctrine and Current Practice of the 


I Primitive Church, who livd next to the Age of the 
_ © Apolfles, is the Welk E We, Eo. 
agree to this, and accordingly have produc'd Evidence, for the 


rpoſito2,” * We, for our Parts, > 


Current Practice of this Primitive Church. Yes, ſay ſome 


of our Oppoſers, you have indeed getended to do ſo, but 
you miſconſtrue the Ancients, and make them teſtify to your 
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mix d Cup; when they witneſs no ſuch Thing. Well then, to 
fatisfy ſuch as theſe, the Reverend and Learned Mr. Spinckes, 
( whoſe Ability and Integrity in giving the True Tranſlation 
of the Fathers, cannot by them be call d in queſtion,) is pro- 
duc d now by us; and he aſſures them, that S. Zutin Marnr 
and Irene (who liv'd next to the Age of the Apoſtles) do give 
In their Evidence, for the Church's Pragice of Conſecrating, 
and Communicating in, not only Bread and Wine; but Bread, 
Wine, and WA TE R, in their Days; and that the latter of 
them, expreſly teſtifies, that our Lord affirm'd the MIXTURE 
ol the Cup to be his Blood. And therefore, if they will but 
give Credit to that Learned Writer, there is Evidence for the 
| Early Pradtice : and if they will allow of Mr. Leſlie's Rule, 
this Practice is the Beſf Expoſitor of the Diſputed Texts of 
| Scripture ; and conſequently ** Fruit of the Vine, in thoſe. 
Texts, ſignifies Wine and Water, the Euchariſtick Cup of the 
Primitive Church, who liv'd next to the Age of the Apoſtles. 


Oh, but ſay ſome, this is not early 9 What, is not forty | 
To 


or eighty Years after the Death of S. John the Apoſtle, early 


enough for a Man, to teſtify to an Apoſtolical Practice - Could 


a Novelty in fo important a Concern as the Holy Euchariſt, 
and which concern'd the very Matter of the Sacrament, have 


ſtoln into the Church ſilently, and without any Oppoſition, 


and be mention'd by Catholick Fathers, as the Stated Practice 


of the Chriſtian Church, and as the Inſtitution of Chriſt him- - 


ſelf too; in an Age, when the Church was jealous of every 
Novelty, and took care to cruſh it in the very Bud? The 
mix'd Cup at the Altar was of ſo publick a Nature, that every 
Biſhop, Prieſt, and Deacon, at leaſt, muſt have had Knowledge of 
it: And therefore, as the Reverend Mr. Leflie argues with the 
Quaters concerning Water- Baptiſm, fo we may in his Words 
argue with theſe Men concerning the mix d Cup, including 
thus | 3 two Crotchets, the Change of the Subject, 
or Expreffi e 


ons, that are not his. 


„g. XIX. As the Practice of the Apoſtles is a moſt ſure Rule L208 


* wherebyto underſtand the Meaning of that Command which 
„ they put in Execution; fo the Practice of thoſe who imme- 
e diately ſucceeded the Apoſtles, who were Cotemporaries 
wich them, and learned the Faith from their Mouths, is as 


4. r 


4 " " ” _ " al a . 
F — 


Divine Inſtitution of Water-Baptiſm, 4“. pag. 5, 6, 7. 
| OS certain 


OS —— 


V 
4 certain a Rule to know what the Practice, and what the 
6“ Senſe of the Apoſtles were. And thus the Practice of the 
6 Preſent Age in the Adminiſtration of [the mix d Cup] is 
„ an undeniable Evidence, that this was the Practice of the 
cc Laſt Age ; the ſame Perſons being many of them alive in 
both the laſt and the preſent Age. For one Age do's not 
© go off the World all at once, and another ſucceed all of 
BF Fane) Age together; but there are Old Men of the laſt 
Age, and Young Men - growing up to another Age, 
4 all alive upon Earth at the fame time; and Mankind being 
| © diſperſed into far diſtant Countries and Climates, ----- it is 
© by theſe Means morally. impoſſible for any Man or Men to 
© deceive us, in what has been the univerſat and receiv'd Prac- 
_< tice of the laſt Age, to which. the preſent Age is ſo linked, 
that it is even a Part of it: I ſay it is impoflible for all the 
Elder Biſhops and Prieſts and Deacons in] the World, to be 
© ſuppos'd willing; or if they were, to be capable of impoſing 
c upon all younger [Biſhops, Prieſts and Deacons,] than them- * 
_ & ſelves; namely, that they had all [miniſterd the mix dd 
„ Cup, ] and that this was an univerſally receiv'd Cuſtom-—— 
„ Every Man's Reaſon will tell him, that it is utterly umpoſſi- : 


e ble for ſuch a thing to paſs upon Mankind,” ) 
„ And as certainly as the preſent Age is thus aſſur d of the |} 
Practice of the laſt Age, in a Thing of fo publick and uni- |} 

„ verſal a Nature; ſo certainly, and by the fame Rules muſt | 

the laſt Age know the Practice of the Age before thatz | 
© and ſs backward all the way to the firſt Inſtitution, to the | 
JJ and the Apoſtles. en nh | 
© The publick Nature of this [mix d Cup] as now practis d, 
(G being an outward Matter of Fact, of which all [miniſtring 
„ Biſhop, Prieſts and Deacons] --- Eyes are Judges; not like 
Matters of Opinion, which ſort of Tares may be privately 
„ ſoun, and long time propagated, without any remarkable 
Diſcovery; and to this fo publick Matter of Fact, adding 
„the univerſal Practice of it thro all the far diſtant Nations 
doof Chriſtianity: 1 fay theſe two Marks make it impoſlible 

& for all theſChriſtian] World to be impos d upon, nor was 

it ever, or ever can be impos d upon in any ſuch publick 

Matter of Fact, ſo univerſally practiſed. All this makes it 
„ undeniably plain, that the laſt Age did practiſe the ſame 
„ mix d Cup] which is practis d in this Age, and that the 

L ſame was, as as acer in the Age before the laſt 
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60 J e 
Age, and by the ſame Rule, in the Age before that, and ſo 
cc gnward as above ſaid, to the Age of the Apoſtles. I have 

cc made more Words of this than needed; but I would render 
cc it exceeding plain, conſidering with whom I have to do. 
(e And I beſeech them to conſider, that all the Authority which 
c they have to over-ballance all theſe Demonſtrations, is the 
ce mad Enthuſiaſm of a [late] Lay Apoſtle [ John Calvin, ] and 
te a few others in theſe latter Days, who have no Example 
to favour their Modern Practice, but that of the innovating 
Armenian Schiſmaticks from the Greek Church, who were cen- 
ſur d by the Council in Trulb, for their introducing pure 
Wine, inſtead of the mix d Cup in the Euchariſt, contrary the 
Practice of the Univerſal Primitive Church, and to the Doc- 
trine of Holy Scripture. For fifteen hundred Years together, no 
one Vatholick could ever be found that miniſtred PURE 

WINE ONLY in the Euchariſt, © Can any Man [then] 
. imagine that if [the mix d Cup] were a Human Jnven- 
e tion, or ſuperſtitiouſly either eontinued or obtruded upon 
c the Church, no one ſhould be found [in the pureſt Ages of 
the Church] to open his Mouth againſt it,” [ and aſſert the 
Sufficiency of PURE WINE ALONE] «© when Chriſti- | 


A 


ans were ſo zealous, as to contend againſt the leaſt Variation 


4 or Corruption of the Faith [and orſhip of God,] even 
4c unto Death, and the moſt cruel fort of Martyrdom? 
So again, where Mr. Leſlie argues againſt the Oppoſers of ' 
 Epiſcopacy, we may in the ſame Manner argue noe the Op-_ 2 
poſers of the mix d Cup, in his very Words, mutatis mutandis, 
as before. If --- an Alteration of [the Euchariſtical Cup 
©. could not be without great Notice to be taken of it. — If 
© no Author or Hiſtorian of thoſe [primitive] Times make 
te the leaſt Mention of any ſuch Change of [the Cup, ] but all 

with one Voice ſpeak of the mix'd Cup} in all the 
„ Churches from the Days of the Apoſtles ; and in thoſe A- . 
ges of Leal, when the Chriſtians were ſo forward to ſacrifice 
„ their Lives in Oppoſition to any Error or Deyiation from 


che Truth, no one takes any Notice of the mix d Cup Jas 
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being a Deviation from the Inſtitution of Chriſt, } —- 
Then [the mix'd Cup] muſt be the Primitive [Inſtitution of 
our Lord}. * Is not the Change of [the Cup in theſe Parts 
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[ 61 1 5 
bf the World, from a Pixture to pure Wine only; ſincſee 
the Reformation] “ very well known? — How then can we 
© ſuppoſe , that [the mix d Cup) if an [ Innovation? ſhould 
4c have prevail'd in all the Churches of the World, without 
cc the leaſt Notice or Oppoſition by any [ Catholick] whatſoe- 
˖„ᷣ,,,, 8 3 . 
In the Doctrinal Diſputes we have with the Church of 
<6 Rome, — as of Purgatory, Invocation of Saints, Tranſ-ſubſtan- 
ce tjation, Half Communion, Prayers in an Unknown Tongue, 8c.” 
[And the Diſputes we have with the Calviniſts, of Presbyterian 
Government, A Cup of pure Mine without Water in the Sacrament, 
Ke. ] © In all theſe Caſes, we are able to tell the Be inning = 
of them, and the Time when there was no ſuch Thing. 
1 Let this be ſhewed of” {the mix d Cup, in the Catholick 
„ Suppoſe * [our Letter Writer and the Calviniſts, with ome 
other Moderns, together with the Armenian Hereticks who 
deny the two Natures in Chrift,] ſtand it out againſt [the 
 _  mix'd Cup} upon a Principle, as Unſcriptural.— “ Put the 
, Caſe thus, and what would be the Conſequence? Muſt the 
e Demonſtration of [the mix'd Cup] from the beginning, 
„᷑̃ fall to the Ground, becauſe ſo many had departed from it 
. 51 theſe latter Ages? Muſt all the Churches in the World 
be given up in favour of [theſe and] the Calviniſts ?' For that ien 
tze Caſe. All others [have the mix d Cup, ] and ever have 4 
had it © And what Proportion [ do the Calviniff; and the 
others] bear to all the Churches that have been and now | 
are] in the Chriſtian World? Not ſo much as a Mole-hillro | 
% Mountain, Which then muſt give Place? Would yoa | 
cc throw down a Mountain, to make room for a Mole hill? 
Would you throw down all Antiquity to make room for a 
8 very modern Novelty? Would you reje& the [Catholick] Ex- 4 
„ ample of the firſt fifteen hundred Years for an Armenian 
Indem ion, and] to countenance a late [revived] Upftart, in 
ec the two laſt Centuries ? If fo, let us have a care how we can 
e defend the CREED, the Authority of the HOLY SC RIP. 
„TURES, or any Article of the CHRISTIAN FAITH. 
( For do we believe them any otherwiſe than as handed down 


— 


is. vol. I. Ne. 2. Se& 7. Ibid. Vol. II. Ne. 5. ect.. 


© to 


1 
i 


. j 

[ 

197 

| 
' 


8 
Mi} 
AL 
N 

N 


| 
1 
| 
| 


1 


- 
— 
6 


— — 
— kg - 3 £ * 
* q V2 pn "<4" £ — % . 
| CEE I i oe uo 
2 ————— K 


- — — Mn MY 


—— — — 


0 — > > . — . — 4 
* — ; — 
EIKI ͤ Pw cGcpbPPP0ß0ß0 Oe ry orig on nn a np OO Ae. 
p * — any — — * — -4 * 3 — — 


— 


— — 


—— —— my ein * 8 P vo" — — 
> 2 0 3 ys ohh oe : 455 Pry l 
— = = DS.” > EEO. * - a =-4 VS 2 
— — by _ _— — 
— 


"WS"; _ 
” — — Ez 


* — oF "yy 
r 


— 2 — 


„3 


. e 
© to us all the way from Chriſt and his Apoſtles, as the Doc- 
1 trine which was once deliver d to the Saine. 


F. XX. But tis * time for me to conclude. The mixd Cup 
in the Euchariſt has been fully prov'd, by all the ſeve- 

ral Ways which can be made uſe of, to aſcertain. the 
| Senſe of any Controverted Doctrine or Practice, found- 


ed on Holy Scripture. It has, Firſt been proy'd from Scripture = 


itſelf, by comparing one Text with another; it has, Se- 
condly, been prov'd by the Hiſtory of the Place, Time, and 
_ concurring Facts, which ſerve to alluſtrate the true Meaning 
of the Texts diiputed ; Thirdly, from the Phraſeology of the 
Language in which the diſputed Texts were firſt utter d; and, 
Fourthly, from the Conſentient Doctrine and Practice of the 

pure Primitive Church, particularly and expreſly that Chuxch 
who lived nept to the Age of the Apoſfles,* which we 

| fee Mr. Leſlie ſays is the Beſt Expoſitor of Holy Scripture. 


And conſequently, I have nothing more now to do with this 
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5 Return to which, I muſt tel 


„ What End of Religion is ſervd by mixing Water with the 
„ Wine? Do's it make us more Wiſe or Holy? What One 
ce Benefit is it, either for Soul or Body, of which we are made 
4 Partakers thereby, by taking Wine with Water?” In 
him, That Obedience, the 


1 Great End of Religion, is ſerv'd by mixing Water with the 


Wine, and by Conſecrating and Receiving it; Obedience, to 


the Expreſs Command of the Eternal Wiſdom of the Father; 
Obedience to the Command of Chriſt in the Holy Goſpels ; 
„ DO THIS; Obedience to the Holy Spirit of God, who, 
by S. Paul, requires us to ſhew forth the LORD's DEATH; 
Which was demonſtrated to have been a REAL DEATH, 
by the Effuſion of Blood and Water from his pierced Side; 
and which is ſtill demonſtrated to have been fo, in the mixd 
Cup, which is his Blood thed for the Remiſſion of Sins; his 


| Blood fo ſhed, a8 to Evidence the Reality of his Death for our + 
' Sins, that is, with Water. This Obedience makes us © moze 
£ Miſe and Bolp; for, hereby our Faith in the Real Death 


of Chriſt is confirm d, againſt the Contrary Suggeſtions of 
Pereticks, who ſaid, that he dy'd only in Appearance, Here's 
our Wiſdom, in that we perpetuate: the Water and the Blood's . 
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Pag. 25. of the Letter. 3 
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con 
the Holy Spirit, and the Pledges and Aſſurances of a Glorious 


„ RE 
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bearing Witneſs againſt ſuch Hereticks, that Jeſus is the Son 
of God, the Mefhas, who really dy'd for Sinners: We are 
alſo hereby made more Holy, becauſe, we are purified by the 
Blood of Chriſt, which was ſhed with Water out of his Side; 
and this Blood fo ſhed, we receive in the mix d Cup. Hereby 


we receive the Blood of the New Covenant, which was ſhed with 


Water; and ſo the New Covenant is ratified and confirm'd to 
us, as the Old Covenant was ratified by Blood and Water to 
the People of the Jews. And laſtly, we hereby Evidence, 
that we are in Communion with the pure Primitive Church of 
God; that we drink of the ſame Cup with her; and that we 
are [ with her]! all made 10 Drink, into One Spirit. All which, 
are Benefits infinitely more than One, to our Souls and Bodies'; 
ſince we ſhew our Obedience, confirm our Faith, our Souls 


are purified from Sin, we renew our Covenant with God, and 
r receive the Pardon of our Sins, the Graces of 


Reſurrection to Eternal Life; which God of his Infinite Mer- 


cy grant us all, thro the Merits of Jeſus Chriſt; to whom, 

with His Eternal Father, and the Eternal Spirit of the Father, 
and of the Son; Three Divine Perſons, but One Omnipotent 
and Eternal God, be aſcribed all Honour, Praiſe and Glory, 
Might, Power, Majeſty, and Dominion, now, henceforth, and 
JJV e ee 
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